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Separate paging is given to this part in order that it may he filed as a separate compilation 


»mT II — w"!* 3 — TT-w"» (ii) 

PART n — Section 3 — Snb-section (ii) 

(twt ^ BtwT) iTTTH HWIT ^ nk (nn ttwjt smrmrf 

fjtnftn jnfnwrtporf ittt Or Orftnf wi^n arlr <rfii^[^nTnt 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administration of Union Territories) 


srfr ?pn7 

51^ 20 1973 

aiT. szs.^sf^ srraOr arfirf^r^, 1952 (1052 eo) 

UHT 3 ^ ^ 

HTW, WfT ^ TTSTTV — 3WRTTTOT— WT 2— ?3nJ5 8 — 

(2), jf »TT7Tr ^RTfTR, 

finriTT) arhm;^ aw 375/31/71-^. ’fr. b ^.-3 W. sit. 

3863), 36 1971 MMTtir'O'n 

iTviHrT 

'iVr 2 “31 1973 

ar^ artv 31^ ^ WK IT "31 fr^FSR, 1973 rTR” 

ara 3(^7 3n^ iri^TT^rTT Nrq arnf^ 1 

[TT. 38l/2l/71-q.45^,-3] 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Dopaitment of Porfloimel and Admbilstrative Reforms) 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 1973 

S,0. 928* — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952 (60 of 
1952), the Central Government hereby makes the following 
amendment in the notification of the Government of India 
in the Cabinet Secretariat (Department of Personnel) 
No. 375/31/71-AVD. Til (S.O. 3863), dated the 16th Octo- 
ber, 1971, published in the Gazette of India, Extraoi dinary, 
Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), dated the 16th October, 
1971, namely: — 

In paragraph 2 of the said notification, for the words, 
figures and letters “by the 31st March, 1973”, the words, 
figures and letters, “by the 31st December 1973” shall be 
substituted, 

[No. 381/21 /71-AVD. UI] 
U. C. AGARWAL, Joint Secy. 
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21 ilTt, 1973 

% 

fTTo 929. — 309 ^ 148 % « ( S) g3TT !TW T?TPmt TT 

fjrftTT (^^ffTP^rr, ^rlH) f^rr^r, loofi ^ ^ Prd ^jra fHHrMPci^ t, : — 

1. (l) Iwff ^ ^ %Tr (q^ff^fTT^, 1973 ^\ 

( 2) ^ TPrw ^ i KH *frr i 


2. ^ (^T^fTrrriTr, fTT^f^ui ^ ^!T) Ptw, U)G5 ^ V ^f, ^?irT ftnr ^stT^ : — 

( 1) * ♦ ^ + 

( 2 ) w 1 (^t) (XH) ^ Hirfef ^ >7?^ ’w?r: f^TRf^r^ ^ ?fo ^ : — 

‘'(XITI) ^T^jTT ?fk i^<PT^ rr^f^ ^^rPr^iTr^, ^r^frar^ (i) ^ ( 4 )” ^x 


( 3 ) ^ 2 “(^) ^ ( 1 ) ^ftr ^farftr^ tt pTRf^rPflOf ^fk vi\ 

^nf^j : - - 


"( 1 ) '^rnffT 


1 

2 

3 

4 

(fr) ’!?k; 5?T^fW ^ 

wr gxw ^ 1 


^MRSDST, 

rr'fl 

{^) #1^ 




(^) 

’tfrr ^tnrr 

^CTT> Jr frrfjrf^mt 

BTtr, Mt 

rfMT-aw Jr ^ H, ^ ’Tt^ 

vjrft 

WW; HTTi 

rr<fr 

('^) f>f5 vyi^*)4 

( 1 ) jfrPrr Hftm 

sfP: ^3^ w ^ qftrr ^ ^rf^rftJff 
iTXTRRTWirrr fHH^K rr^rinl *r) 

( 3 ) »i;JTti53: (JiTr: ^I7m) twt ^ 
VI^, TF^ TMT 

wr 

( 1 ) 

aTTT 

PTwin< ^r) 

( 2 ) wtife: IRW) WT 

snT^nr, Ti^it vin wR^fV, 
TRTRTfV ?fht 


(tf) 

r^FWiT, rfFraFTT 

Pf^fvnTr, ^frq^RT 

rruft 

(■t) 

frr>F^ FWT *rfH^ 

rCt 

3 ^ 1 ” 


[H. 7 / 9 / 7 2 -pn. (R)] 

ti'^o ^wrpT, ^ 


New Delhi, the 21 March, 1973 

S. O. 929— In exorcise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309, and clause (5) of article 148, of the Constitution, 
the President hereby makes the following rules further to amend the Central Civil Services (Classificatoln, Control and Appeal) Rules, 
1965, namely:— 

1. (1) These rules may bo called the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of thoir publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the schedule to the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules 1965, in part V, the following amend- 
ments shall be made; — 

(1 ) against Serial No. l(b)(i), in column 2, for the words ‘Generals’ Staff Branch’ the words ‘General Staff Branch’ shall be 
substituted; 

(2) after Serial No. 1(B) (xii) and the entries relating thereto, the following serial No. and entries shall respectively be substi- 
tuted; namely: — 

(xiii) Director General Research President Director General Research (i) to (iv)’’ 

and Development Organisation and Development 
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(3) under Serial No 2-B, for Serial No. (i) and the entries relating thereto, the following Serial Number and entries shall 
respectively be substituted, namely: — 


^‘(i) General Staff Branch 

(a) Arniouncd Corps, Territorial Deputy Chief of the Army Staff. 
Army and Defence Security 

Corps Directorates. 

(b) Military Intolligoncc Directorate Director of Mlllilary Intelli- 

gence 

(c) Staff Duties Directorate i.e. Director of Staff Duties 
posts in Headquarter formation 

and Station Staff Offices man- 
ned by civilians who are not 
borne on the strength of any 
Arm/Scrvicc/Corps. 


(d) Military Training Directorate 


(1) Director of Military Train- 
ing (in lower formations 
commanded by officers of 
the rank of Brigadier and 
Below) 

(2) Commandants (Major Gen- 
eral) of Defence Services 
Staff, College, National De- 
fence Academy, Indian Mili- 
tary Academy and Infan- 
try School 


Deputy Chief of the Army All 
Staff* 


Director of Military In tell i- All 
gence 

Director of Staff Duties AH 


(!) Director of Military Train- All 
ing (in lower formations 
commanded by officers of 
the rank of Brigadier and 
Below) 

(2) Commandants (Major 
General) of Defence Ser- 
vices Staid College, National 
Defence Academy, Indian 
Military Academy and In- 
fantry School 


(e) Artillery Directorate Director of Artillery Director of Artillery All 

(f) Signals Directorate Signal Officcr-in-Chicf Signal Officer-in-Chief. AH" 


[No. 7/9/72-Ests.(A)J 
S. KRISHNAN. Deputy Secy. 


]7 'TrrwV?, 1073 

aiT, 930— arraN sfir 
i' 1972 ^ ^ frWT tTHT ^ ^ 

*111-0 TTTiT ^ an. fWaiFnn, hiTOT, 

(^mMT), iffnfntWr afttrfnw, i96i 

fnWf fwr w arOfe,Tfr apr^ fnnfw nrr 
^ afWSf P# ^ , 

ari^, w:, 

T? '•ft, apT^ ^jpTTfmr ^ fpTp WOT arw 
WT n# t, aiff anTrfrr nan 

^ 3^ <mr irn- amnrnnT fnn 'mOn- <trrrJr nr 

jannii^n n# f ■, 

am: 3r«r, 3^ arfnfnnn' ^ nm lo-m ii ain.nf'n ^ 
^nnfnn' anntn" n’nf^mrr 3w 'iO arifh 

^ ^ nr nrm ^ ^Vnm-nnT am^n 

fn-ym nfm^ ^ arr^ aifV fW fVp i-n- an^ 

^ mffer ?}■ iftn n'sf ^ nrmmfy ^ fn^ftsV ni'lV.f 

sfrmT 1 

C?f. ?7.-^.^T'-/’?9/V2('2)1 


ELECTION COJVIMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, tlie 17lh February, 1973 

S.O. 930.— WHEREAS the Election Commission is satls- 
fied IhiR. Shri Amir Chand, R/o Village and P.O. Ferozabad, 
Tehsil Sirsa, District Hissar (Haryana) who was a contesting 
candidate for election to the Haryana Legislative Assembly 
from 79-Rori constituency held in March, 1972, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

whereas, the said candidate, even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for rhe 
tailuro and the Election Commission is satisfied that he 
has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said SM Amir Chand to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a Mate for a penod of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. HN-LA/79/72(2)] 

^ 24 tprifT^, 1973 

air. 931. — ?m:, armhr ^ HFTtTiy aTzp 

f PT^, 1972 4" ^ JTFTNTT ^ iVlT) ^34^3 - 

f?p:3 2 PTTPmiT? 4 y,-rFr 3^4^^ 

^ 47 ^*1 m, ttpt =TFu4m, 9 }, 31T, rfr 
t^mr aH^rriMT (gmFTD, arftrfy^m, i96i 
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?mT nx; ’w ^rarfcivr 

esrql ^ ^ 3iw?r ri ^ , 

2Tf7, ^:, ^3T^jftT4T? ^ 

T? anr^f}- fTT 3fW?raT ^ ^mr x-q^- 

qRor ^^iTT t, ariV Vqqfqvi' srPThr qq ^ng ift ^rqmFr ?l 
^ iV ^JTT^ qw W^ enqqrfmr 4> qrf^ ‘-Fnror 

v,qi<jJVtifii jf , 

artyFHqq- qi'f IITTT lOAI Srq^TTO' ^T 
^q q f^i PT' ^HPitTT «[)■ sraq-q 

q5 ^ ?qvFf-xw cry-qr 

fquW qfrq^ ^ wq xq ^rpf ^rfV ^ ?cn3 ?qjr oiiq'qr 

xnVfer xt #T q^ qi^ qii-qn^xi q5 xfttqrr 

qrrqr 5“ 1 

[XT. ?R.-^r. Xr./2/72C3)3 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th February, 1973 

S.O. 931. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Balwant of Village, Nogwan, P.O. and Tehsil 
Naraingarh, District Ambala (Haryana) who was contesting 
candidate for election to the Haryana Legislative Assembly 
from 2-Naraingarh constituency held in Mtirch, 1972, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and tne Rules 
made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for ^he 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he 
has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10 A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Balwant to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this Order- 

[No. HN-LA/2/72(3)l 

3TT^ 

WT. 3R. 932.—^:, qn- ^rqraFT 

f 1972 jf ^ qgw i s; 'hqqiEr xtrt q^ 

^ 243 ^ ^ vj Wi'4 qr^ 

sft- lliW ’htmFT FifET qW ^VpTTTX, 

^irar Eqrrr, wTRy qfqfqfy?q artvfqw, i95i qqi 
qqp? qxj xt srq^t fqqfqq 

qq qiT^ jf ^ , 

3jf7, qq:, qw y 4, xTETq> qrr4 

qq 'ft, 3rq4t frr ^wqRTrrr qi qsi^ qnrnr 
qrrnr R# ^rqfq-q' aqqtTr qq it? 4i’ XHTmiq ?l 

^ qw exx awR^rqr qi q4^ qqfRx rt 

^iq!Tq<^ q# ^ I 

■W: apr, ^rfyfqqq- q4 tim lo-q; ^ 4' 

fqqf^R armk qi^TA qrr 

qmf 4 ‘NRft 41 xpFx ^ qr q4 3r'.im 

qfr^ ^ 3n4 ^ 3n44r 

q4 qn^r 4 4k q4 q4 qq^nqik kr k4?k qfW 
qqqr 4“ < 

[4. wk. q'./243/72(6)l 

order 

S.O. 932. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Bhosale Bapurao Shivram, At and Post 
Shingnapur, Taluka Man, District Satara (Maharashtra), a 


contesting cadidate for the general election held in March, 
1972, to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly from 
243 -Man constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses in the manner required by the Represent-, 
^ation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there-’ 
under; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due 
notice has not given any reason oi’ explanation for the 
failure and the Section Commission k further satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

No\v, thci'cfore, in pursuance of section lOA of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Bhosale Bapurao Shivram to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No, MT~LA/243/72(6)] 

arkqr 

^ kx4t, 8 qk, 1973 

qq. aq. 933 . — kqfqq" -aqqk qq ^rRi^qq" k 

kr qrk 1971 4‘ ^ qk^R" q4ra- kwr irm 4 ki? 
kqfkq 4 i76 4^ kqkq-^q’ 4 !Tq4 qk 

'3*4l4qi< k i3r4f c^, hft quii7ni, q[. ^q. ^ei^Hi kxq 
qkqq" kiR, ks qtrrkft'^ arfxrkqq', losi wr 
q^4k qqrq qq ^wr 'w -srk^q 3fq4 kqfqq- 

Wk qq qrk k ksT kfW qqr4 k arqqrq- rt 4^ ■, 

ki, qxT:, ykhrqq 4, e4 xf^qqr k4 ^ 
qq k, arqk srqqrrrqr 4 kq qrk qqqor arqqi qrki- 
qq^ q# kqi kV kqkq ^nkq" qq qi; qqrupr k qqr 
4^ k* qrcr arqqrqmr 4 kq qrk 'rkk qqrw qr 
RTqtkw q# 4“ , 

■3Rr; yw arfqkqq q4 ym lo-q; 4 ai^prnq k 
kqNq ^rrqk qq^Yqnr qqq k rsk 5;;^ qil 
qq^ 4^ kqft k qqq 4 qr kfeit qqq q4 kmq-qqi aqinr 
kyrq qkq^ 4 q^r ^ qk kV wt4 4 kq i q afkifr 
q4 qiTkr 4 4k q4 k qqqrqf y 4 kq" k7k4 qlkq 
qrrqr 4 “ 1 

[4. q. 4 .-k.q./l 76 / 71 ( 43 )] 
q. qq. 44, qkq 


order 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 1973 

S.O. 933. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Rajani Tudu, Village Barosarsa, P.O. Itachuna, 
District Hooghly, West Bengal, a contesting candidate for 
election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 
176-Polba constituency, held in March, 1971 lias failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses as required b> 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Riilen 
made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is further satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10 A of 
the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
said Shri Rajani Tudu to be disqualified for being chosen 
us, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-LA/176/71(43)] 
A. N. SEN, Sccy. 
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errata 

New Delhi, the 15th March, 1973 

S.O, 934.-— The followinu Errata to the Election Commi- 
ssion's notiftcations Nos- 434/TN/72(l) and 434/TN/72(2), both 
dated the lOlh October, 1972, published at S,0. 3761 on pages 
5276-5277 and S.Q. 3762, on pages 5278-79, respectively in the 
Gazette of India Part 11, Section 3(ii), No. 45 ^ated the 4th 
November, 1972, is issued : 


(1) Notification No. 434/1 N/72<1), dated the 10th October 


1972 : 

Page No. 

SI. No. 

CoL 

No. 

5277 

6 

2 l or the word ‘Vellocc’ read 
“Vellore”. 

5277 

7 

2 For the word ‘Vclloe’ read 
“Vellore”. 

5277 

8 

1 For the word ‘Wandiwaxh’ 
read “Wandiwash”. 

5277 

13 

1 In column 1 against S. No. 13, 
the word ‘Krishnagiri* may 
be Inserted. 

5277 

38 

2 For the words ‘District Revc- 


nue 'Tirunelvcli read “Dis- 
trict Revenue Officci’, Tiiu- 
noIvcli'\ 


(ii) Notification No. 434/TNy72(2) dated the 10th October] 
1972: 


Page No. 

SI. No. 

Col. 

No. 

5279 

9 

2 For the words and figures 
*2. Revenue Divisional 

Officer, Tiruvandamalai* 

and ‘3. Revenue Divisional 
Officer, Tindivanam, road 
“2. Revenue Divisional Offi- 
cer, Tindivanam “. 

5279 

21 

2 For the word ‘Gobichettiya- 
palayam' read “Gobichetti- 
palayani’ . 

5279 

26 

1 For the words ‘Returning 
Officer of 25-Tiruchirapalli 
parliamentary constituency 
read “Returning Officer of 
26-Tiruchirapalli parlia- 

mentary constituency”. 

5279 

29 

1 For the words ‘Returning Offi- 
cer of 29-Kumbakonani cons- 
tituency' read “Returning 
Officer of 29-Kumbakonam 
parliamentary constituency’*. 


[No. 434/TN/72.J 
A. N. SEN, Secy. 


T? vfi, sfTfft WTfmr ^ 

^ sfTT ^mrwT ^ 

^ far "TOT f^T 'Sr^nr^rrr ^ ^nror ^ 

^PT: 10^ ^ ^ 

aTFTtrr gsR' sft rrsf; tjrr. ^ 

vft- ^ ^ ^ aiw 

iVypT Tfr^r^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 5^ #T ^ ^liiW 

^ I 

W. iT./59/723 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd March, 1973 

S.O. 935. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Raiu, L., Sadar Street, Koratagerc, Tumhur 
District (Mysore State) a contesting candidate for election 
to the Legislative Assembly from 59-Koratagerc constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses withm 
the time and in the manner as rcquu'ed by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after duo 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the 
failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that he 
has no good reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Raju, L., to be d^uallfied for bcin^ chosen as, and for 
being, a member either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly Legislative Council of a state for a period 
of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MY-LA/59/72j 
V. N. NAGASUBRaMANIAN, Secy. 

fftfv, wim ^ vmf Thtm 
(TPnft f^nmr) 

^ 14 RPf 1973 

WT. •w. 936.-~4r^*iw tr®f strpm ir^ 

I960 (1969 54) ^ wm 26 ^ (3) 

anpiTor ?rr«TrT7 

BTTeft tni% f5rf*refe 

3TfVf?n!nT 51) < «! (qaffv? u)' 

iRR-q^ TOjT 822/71 fr^ i9/ii/i97i) 

56+ affa-?^,fn5r ^ i 

W. 22/47/72->77T, (2)3 


f?w+, 2 RT^, 1973 


%. 5r?m^R, am Rfn^r 

MINISTRY OF TAW, JUSTICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Department of Coinpmiy Afitulrs) 


WT. 3F. 935.—^:, ^ ^mTVTq’ ft tt^T 

§“ +56 J+V ?T%TT 5(5 +5n3 +fT5rfrR- f^rq 59 «6t7HTT+?‘ 

+=751+%^-^ ^+ T65t; W. 7)^ ^ 

^kTS\ift, hmr (aV^^ ^ nf+r+^r+a^ 3rttT+^, 

1951 fTVT ?r^iN- 5R7) TTq +?nTRt 5^ 3n++^ fnw ^ 

wm ?++?r 7+ fhsr Trflrcr ^T^f- 


xNew ueini, me Marcu, iy /3 

S.O. 936 — In puisLiuncc of sub-section (3) of section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(54 of 1969), tiie Central OoveinmenC hereby notifies the 
canceliation of THE HOOGHl.Y DOCKING & KNGINEER- 
lN(i CO, LTD. under the said Act (Certificate of Resistration 
No. 822/71 dated the 19th November, 1971). 

[F. No. 22/47/72-M(ir)] 
S. BALARAMAN, Under Secy. 
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^ 25 =rTE«R, 1972 

arnnw 

an-. 937.— aiTOV? 1961 (19G1 'Trr 43) 

Sfd HTTT 80 ^ sJMVT< 1 (2) W Ifd'Wrt RR RR^T 

wr 4 4 ^^^7T^r 

rV?, R3r?TT^, rte, 

^ TRET w df arfv^^WiM 

f i 


n?' 23 qrTRT^, 1973 

anRRTT 

nrr. an. 939.— anwr 196I (loei rtt 43) 

vm 80 Rd iTtJTTT (2) (^S-) pTT RW RR 

nRrdr ^prqpn Rgw 

^ gw ynr r? RRhprf ^ q'twdnRj r?pt aij^ 

«T'h<1 '1 i€j ttw 4^ fRteMig- ^rtR; t^irr pipt Ri ^ 

3Tty<4^?-qd if* I 

[p. 3 ooM, #. 176/7/73-39^ 5*t w 3n?f): 

’ft-, ^fd'wpg;, 3^ RlW 


W. 232/RT. R. 176/47/72-3rTW? (CJ. an?**.): 

RTOW, arRT 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue & Insurance) 

New Delhi, the Zith November, 1972 


New Delhi, the 23rd Febniary, 1973 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 939. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), the Central Government hereby notifies Shri Selva 
Vinayagar Temple, Madras to be of historic importance and 
a place of public worship of renown throughout tiie State 
of Tamil nadu fot the purposes of the said section. 


INCOME TAX 


[No. 300 /F. No. 176/7/73-lT(AI)] 


S.O. 937. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961). the Central Government hereby notifies Sri 
Ram Mandir, Bajrangpuri Lodi Road, New Delhi to be a 
place of public worship of renown throughout Delhi State 
for the purposes of the said section. 

[N. 232/F. No. 176/47 /72-IT(AJ)] 
B. MADHAVAN. Under Secy, 


RT 15 RTRlft, 1973 


V. B. SRlNIVA.SfAN, Under Secy. 


iVWf, 22 RT^, 1973 

RTT. 39-. 940.-^5ftW ’ftm fRRR- 3d^jtR7ri7^ 1950 (1956 
RT 31) WT 4 WUT R^W ^rfWRl* ^ RrIr ^ 

4 RTRRT 4 'il'l I fWT RRRTR ft*- Wft 3ff^- 

Rbd 3ft ^ft, RP. tlft, 3ft 13. ^ 

P(K RT. RRTT ®|? fttw ftW fRRR- W R^PR JpTfft 




m. 


3(1. 988.— pftwftiuJI vfRHRld 4 ^5(13 


3rhm;fRR *tVRT RiRT ^ ftW rNr pert. ft'vrVR'fi 
aftV 3ft'^iI'Jl<h 3N5FFRTR R?rR^ tftfRR RThlRR?ft ^RTTT, 
3nRW af*hufRW, 1961 Rft RTTT 35 Rft gR"RRT Cl) 4 

(2) 4 Riik-r! 4 Rft^- ^ i 


ftWT 

yfttft? |-^(^R?|- RRJRR^^IR Rl^ 'iV?-R. 1 

[ft-. 29e/RT, ft. 203 / 15 / 72 - 30 ?*^. A W. 2)] 
eft fft. Sfi/TRS^RRmT, gR-flfRR 


Now Delhi, the 15th Febniary, 1973 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 938. — It is hereby notified for Bcneral inform a Lion 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by 
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

INSTITUTION 

Dhai'umsingh Industrial Research Foundation Pvt. Ltd., 
Bombay. 


[No. 296/F. No. 203/15/72-lT(A. .IF)] 
T. P. JHUNJHUNWALA, Dy. Secy. 


[RT. ft. 81(6)^^-2/72] 
ftj-. Rvf, Wlftl, fti*RR 

New Delhi, the 22nd March, 1973 

S.O. 940. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
4 of the Life Insurance Corporation Act, 1956 (31 of 1956) 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri C, S. Ananta- 
padmanabhan, officer on Special Duty, Ministry of Finance 
as member of the Life Insurance Corporation of India, vice 
Shri A. Rajagopalan. 


[F. No. 81(6)-Ins.n/72] 
B. N. BAGCHT, Under Secy. 


^ 31 Rpft, 1973 

ftftW-RpTO 

RT. 3R. 941.— RhrfftRR, 1962 (1962 RT 62) 
’fft ym 9 !?T*tWf RT RRftr ^rrft 

sftft ftftR-?^ ’rtft, ttjr 4 ®ftft-vft ’tft 

RURFRUR ^ ^ tft IWfrRTTT yffw RTRT ft* I 

[ft. 44/73-ftftR-5(^/RT. ft. 473/59/72'ftt. 7] 

ftWTRTR, 3fT? gfRR 
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(Central Board of Excise & Customs) 

New Delhi, the 31sL March, 1973 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 941. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
9 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), the Central 
Board of Excise and Customs hereby declares Khopoli in 
the State of Maharashtra to be a warehousing station. 

[No, 44/73-Cu8toms/F. No. 473/59/72-Cus. VII] 

K. SANKARARAMAN, Under Secy. 


RFSERVE BANK OF INDIA 
(Central Office) 

(Department of Banking) 

CORRIGENDUM 
Bombay, the 21st February, 1973 

S.O. 942. — “In the statement of the Affairs of the 
Banking Department as on 29th December 1972 piiblisht^ at 
page 174 of Part U section 3(ii) of the Gazette of India issue 
dated 20th January 1973 the figures against the heads 
''Notes” and “Bills Purchased and Discounted (a) Internal” 
on the assets side of the statement should be read as 
4,92,35,000/- aud 85,50,000/- instead of 4,92,35,00,000/- and 
5,50,000 respectively.” 

[No. 437/4-72/73] 
C. D. DHSHMUKH, P. Chief Accountant 


^ 9 JTT^, 1973 

WI. 3IT. 943.— (JTT^ aftV JtVW 
1970 ^ STJ5 13 (2) IT^ 

if>T Wit HTW, TrrfT^f 

4 4. afTT. idW^IT^ 4 WET W. afTT. 

^ 9 ITT^, 1973 ^ inf^- W ^ 10 fqWWT, 

1973 ^ TRE^r W 'TRft fflTi JirsniT 4S W-y TlfflfcT 

4 TTTW 4 m tiTTf^ sTnrfWf’ira' ^ ^ i 

C?r, 8/4/73-^. art. an^I 

(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 1973 

S.O. 943. — In exercise of the powei-s conferred by sub- 
clause (2) of clause 13 of the Nationalised Banks (Manage- 
ment and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the 
Central Government, after consultation with the Reserve 
Bank, hereby nominates Shri S. R. Thakur to be a member 
of the Management Committee of Canara Bank for the 
period commencing on 9th March, 1973 and ending with 
10th December, 1973, vice Shri K. S. R. Malliah. 

[No. 8/4/73-BOT] 

IG 1073 

WT. StT. 944.'^‘‘fVR ^rfirWT Srftd'fltR’, 1940 (1949 
10^) ^ WTT 53 ^ aPT 

4^^ TRRm, mrcfhr Wrf 41 ^tt, 

ijtrf^RnT ^rt^iTr ^ 'hp arttifir^nr ^ tim 

9 ^ oft ?pr., anHi/ tt, 

fwPT arw ^TRfcrT ?srrs) 4 ttww 

4 15 1974 ifTTi rTTTf; iT# 5M I 

[Tf. iIR;. 15(5)-^fr. aif. 8/731 


New Delhi, the 16th March, 1973 

S.O. 944 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions 
of section 9 of the said Act shall not apply till the 15th 
March 1974 to the Hindustan Commercial Bank Ltd., 
Kanpur, in respect of the immovable property (plot of land) 
held by it at Dholpur. 

[No. F. 15(5)-B.O. m/73] 

WT. 31T. 945.— hfjTWT ^ffyfiRTT, 1940 (1949 
^ 10) ^ WTT 63 ^^TTT JT^WT ^ OillV 

TTTW, trsT^ ^ tTr, 

^PTrft- t ^ urn 

10 ^ ^ ^VTTT (1) (2) ^ gTjTW, ^ 3TffRr?5Rr 44 ) 

91TO f'^T., *17 30 , 1073 .8TiT^ ^ 4 

3rwp,T sit ift 

qW ?f, wn; W W I 

(4. iiCw4f. 3/721 

w. f'jffqra 

S.O. 945.^ — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 

tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions 
of sub-sections (1) and (2) of section lOB of the said Act 
shall not apply to the Oriental Bank of Commerce Ltd., 
New Delhi, till the 30th June 1973 or till the next appoint- 
ment of a whole-time Chairman of that bank, whichever 
is earlier. 

[No. 14(13)-B.O. m/72] 
D. M. SUKTHANKAR, Director. 


^ fT5vfr, 17 1973 

qrr, 31T. 946.— arfijiWr, i948 
(1048 qiT isqf) WTT 10 ^ !3wrr (1) sror (a") 4 
sEprroT 4, 44k ^ 

mirr jrttrt 4 <4 4. 4. mr 
4 WET <TT ’Trr?fk fro fiTiTiT «ET 

qrTTfr f I 

l-l/73/3f/f. f«r. 23 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 1973 

S.O. 946 — In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub-section (1) 
of section 10 of the Industrial Finance Corporation Act, 
1948 QS of 1948) the Central Government hereby nomi- 
nates Shri _R. V. Raman, Secretary to the Government of 
India, Ministry of Industrial Development, as a Director of 
the Industrial Finance Corporation of India vice Shri 
B. B. Lai. 

[No. 1-1/73AF II] 
D. K. SEN, Dy. Secy. 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 16th March, 1973 

S.O. 947. — In Notification No. 14(2)-B.O. III/72 dated 3rd 
June, 1972 published at page 3124 of Part II, Section 3(ii) 
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of the Gazette of India dated the 12th August, 1972 the 
following correction may be made, namely : — 

(Line 5) FOR 'Section 19' Read 'Section 10' 

(Line 8) FOR 'Fron* Read From*. 

[No. 14(2>B.O, iri/72] 

PREM KUMAR, Under Secy. 

^ 16 1973 

WT. W. 848— 1934 (1D34 
^ 2) <1^ WTT 50 ^ 

TTOm, 1972’73 

WTTfNr ^ 7TT7^<7! 7^ 4^ 

Ww:— 

1. 4*7T^f 37^*77 »Tm7 

124, 'it'iMff, '7?^ fq irffi 1 

2. 4^ 77;7^ ^jrqpfi- 1/29, W5 its, 'ft- 77. 2442, 

H^-2 

TTt. qiT. io(i)/ 73-4^. 34. atnfd)! 

New Delhi, the 16th March, 1973 

S.O. 948.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 50 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, (2 of 1934), 
the Central Government hereby re-appoints the following 
firms as auditors of Reseiwe Bank of India for the year 
1972-73, namely ; — 


1. M/s. Thakiir Valdyanath Aiyar & Co., Thappar 

House, 124, Janpath, New Delhi. 

2. M/s, Suri & Co., 1/29, Mount Road, P.B.No. 2442, 

Madras -2. 

[No. F. 10(l)/73-B.O.T(i)] 

WT. -W. 949.— HT7 7fh7 ?7^ 1934 (1934 

^ 2) ^ TTTTT 50 'TIKI M'i W ^7^T77*7^ ^ ^74 

777^, ^ 1972-73 

^7374 4^ >4 77^^ ^ 7^ rf 'TiTTfr 

3PHf77:— 

1 . 4W if. 4?. ^ graV 1 ^ 57303 ^, if-7, 

b=n7n- 7f iff Ti /nK , w^wr-i 

2. 4'<ri4' *1 <Tim i^icV 49/55 ■SimI'jii 

7^, 

[7f. «IfT, 10(l)/73-4i’. 34 . ini' (2)3 


S.O. 949.’ — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 50 of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, (2 of 1934), 
the Central Government hereby appoints the following firms 
as auditors of the Reserve Bank of India for the year 1972- 
73, namely: — 

1. M/s. P. K. Mitra & Co. Chartered Accountants, P-7, 

Mission Row Extension, Calcutta-l. 

2. M/s. Dalai Shah, Chartered Accountants, 49/55, 

Appollo Street, Bombay-1. 

[No. F. 10(l)/73-B.OJ. (ii)] 


fv^ iNr %m %fm 

m. 'RT. 950 «m) iftm 1934 ^ # nr^, 1973 ^ 9 ^ mv=^ yr 

16 UT^, 1973 










^ 

f*T)M 


:!3,8l,71,000 
529 1,90,20,000 


«TT ftmr 

{^) 

(^) vriT^ ^ ^n^TT: TWT 5^ 
531 5,71,9 1,000 srfdlf^^pn . 


182.53.11.000 

171.65.38.000 


M 1 lU ^nTTHT ^ 

M WWT ftpT 


354,18,49,000 

7,18,90,000 

4954,34,52,000 




5315,71,91,000 


mfknrt 


5315,71,91,000 
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19 73^ feri!' % <iw ^ i'fCT finrFr ^ yr 

^twnt 

lit 




5,00;00,000 

^ ..... 

23,81,71,000 

wnfspr Mtr .... 

1 50,00,00,000 

^ .... 

3,84,000 


209,00,00,000 


3,55,000 

tp!;'N' ffir ic^r (f?>TOi.-!.-»r) ffrftr 

45,00,00,000 

VpfRT 


Tic^ ) f^tr 

1 75,00,00,000 

(t) ^ 

17,18,38,000 

'^nTRrfwt 


(q) .... 


(^) 


(^) I -0 ^TT 

101,55,58,000 

(i) %^'fq-^RiTT 

59,44,98,000 

f^^T?fr ir ^wrRT@ 

178,7.1,08,000 

(ii) 

8,84,44,000 

Wvr** ..... 

364,10,48,000 

(?y) 


'stVt vfif^ : — 


(i) irffmr % 

280,1 5,17,000 

(i) %7jfiT ^rciHT: iff 

, , 

( ii ) ^ 

1 3,59,66,000 

(ii) Tna'^RiiRf iff® 

97,58,23,000 

( iii ) 

1,05,13,000 

%\U: ^rfw : — ■ 


(iv) 

32,83,000 

(i) irftRT ifft 

197,91,50,000 



(ii) mq- H'jrinff ifft 

292,22,54,000 



(iii) ^Tirfiff .... 

TTsffiT iFft iiEwr (qNimfq fwtr) ir ipn-, 

4,28,62,000 



ftr^TTF 




(?r) ?rRrq- :~ 




(i) , 

54,49,89,000 



(ii) TT^ 0 3'^Tr . » 

(iii) 

23,02,87,000 



( i V ) Pi^H ^ 

15,70,00,000 

(^) fRT 

89,88,91,000 

(w) ^rfafq^jft-q'-Eiifilff %fTS^ff iffi^ir , 

1 1,23,92,000 

. . . . . 

93,66,40,000 

TTi^q ffq HIT (fwffiTm) fqrsr if ’tm' irRnr 



425,60,91,000 

TTiq ^t^irff ^■1lf iff i(k wfirq 

Tpsifq iffiffim ifTr (ffmNfq fffirnt) fqfw 

28,98,67,000 



^ ifw, wfirq iffr ffTtir 

(i>) fiirm ^ it>>T irfh: wffnr 

(^) f^T^TRT JITT TT^ fV^ 

93,08,29,000 



^rf^rtiTr .... 




HT^^nfeRt .... 

51,01,18,000 


1555,64,33,000 

. . . , . 

1555,64,33,000 


msrfw ^ srin^fiTTf wrftra- t i 


(^VifrMhT f^tr trtr flWtPrr ^ fw^t) pTftj' if ffr^ M?r imfiifr 

f I 

ff«r fwtf) fjrfw ir jnm rffr trfirtr mfim ^ t. trsjT ?RTTff iff ^iT<TFff iffTrsT^s 

irriwl I 

4'ir srifi; trftrfwT iff tnrr i 7(4)(7 t) % ^nsffH’ iff jffJTPff t?: wffiiT 24,50,00,000 

?tr^ infim $ 1 

twif) WIt iffr ffir 111 (f^«r(fi:x:w) ftftr ir am nw iff^ »rfw inlw 1 1 

iT^o irMTiTT, ’ 11 ^< 

frrffir: i4»n^, 1973 

[#0 1)0 l(l)/73-«ffo jffo inf ] 
■To 5r 0 jffmT^nff, HTT fifiT 

64 G of 1/72— 2 
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RESERVE BAMK OF INDIA 

S. O. 950 — An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India 1934, for the week ended the 9th day of March 1973 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. ASSETS Rs. Rs* 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 
Total Notes issued 


Total Liabilities 


23,81,71,000 

5291,90.20.000 

531 5 JJ. 91,000 


5315,71,91,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion; — 

(a) Held in India 

(b) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities 
Total 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial paper 

Total Assets 


182.53.11.000 

171.65.38.000 

354,18,49,000 

7,18,90,000 

4954,34.52,000 


5315,71,91,000 


S. JAGANNATHAN, Governor 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 9th March, 1973 
LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS Rs. 


Capital Paid Up 
Reserve Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operatir»nsl Fund 


0 posits: — 

(a) Government 


(I) Central Government 
(li) State Governments 


(b) Banks 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) Scheduled Stale Co-operative 

Banks 

(iii) Non-Schcduled Stale Co- 

operative Banks 

(iv) Other Hanks 


(c) Others 


Bills Payable 
Other Lj abilities 


5,00,00,000 

150.00. 00.000 

209.00. 00.000 

45.00. 00.000 
175.00,00,000 


59,44,98000 

8.84.44.000 

280,15,17.000 

13,59,66,000 

1.05.13.000 


Notes 

Rupees Coin 
Small Coin 

Bills Purchased and Discounted: — 

(a) Internal 

(b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 
Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments** 

Loans and Advances to:— 

(i) Central Government 

(ii) State Governments® 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

(ii) State Co-operative BanksJ 
(ill) Others 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long 
Term Operations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to:— 

(i) State Governments 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 

Loans and Advances from National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


32,83,000 

88.88.91.000 

93.66.40.000 
425,66,81.000 


Loans and Advances to State Co-Operative 
Banks 

Loans, Advances and Invest- 
ments from National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Develop- 
ment Bank 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development ^nk 

Other Assets 


23.81.71.000 

3.84.000 

3.55.000 

17.18.38.000 

101,55,58,066 

178.75.08.000 

364.10.48.000 


97,58,23,066 

197.91.50.000 

292.22.54.000 
4,28,62,000 


54.49.89.000 

23.02.87.000 

15,70,00,o66 

11.23.92.000 


28,98,67.000 


93,68,29.000 


51,OI,18,o66 


Rupees 


1555,64,33,000 Rupees 


1555,64.33,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agiicultural Credit (Long Term Operations Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit CLong Term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opeiations) Fund, but including tem- 
"^porary overdrafts to State Governments. 

tlncludcs Rs, 24, 50,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial bancs against usance bills under Section 17 (4) (c) of the 
Reseivc Bank of India Act. 

t Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


Dated the 14th March, 1973 S, JAGANNATHAN, Governor 

[No.F,l (l)/73-BOI] 

C. W. MTRCHANDANI, Under Secy. 
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(WTr<TO fl^) 

ijfk fnft( ^ vt ftnrtw 

w 

21 1973 


^0 WTO 9 51. — ^ ^ PTTtT ^ 15^ 197 2 

TTW l/l/72-iVo4to^o,lft 1972 % WTIT, W 3, (ii) ^TppToWto 5022 ^ 

5 0 80 Tr WTftnr ^ 'fi', ^ 1 





(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(S) 

5022 

5024 

2 

3 

1 

31 TIT# 1971 

?i5^Tn^'T;o i4'28’6i 

31 TT# 1972 

?fWTTtT7i<= 14-26-61 

5027 

10 

1 

16 

10 

5029 

4 

9 

74j686 4q's^ft'Tf 

74,68 6T#TTin(ji^ir,r 

5036 

4 

5 

1 5,51,900. 00 

15,51,000. 00 

5038 

8% ^’4' ¥0 7,6,9, 10 11 % Tft% W ^ if 9 ^ 4wr 

7, 8,9,10 1 1 ^ ^ ^ qf i ^ 7 % ^ ^ ^ hw 8 ^ 

^ ¥q- # qf i 

5041 

10 

8 

,443.00 

6,443. 00 

5053 

9 

ii(ii) 

3 StRiTO ’STR' WRT ttSTO ’IT’r 1971 

7,51,000 

4Str^Vm «qT5r TRT THTTK ^ 1971 

7,51,100 

5056 

18 

4 

1973 

4i qPdVM ^ 1973 

5061 

25 

9 

.08 , 

2. 08 

5062 


6 

65,232. 00 

56,232. 00 

5064 

3 

4 

4i Mftvifl 1980 

5 J SrfinRT +rftR 1980 

5068 

2 

4 

sf qfqw 

sj srPaw qeq i98 3 

5070 

10 

4 

4 nRiyid qw 19 71 

. . 

5071 

9 

9 

62. 26 

62. 36 


(Deptt. of Economic Affairs) 

Office of the Treasurer of Charitable Endowment for India 
ERRATA 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 1973 

S.O- 951. — In the notification of the Governtnont of India in the 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Economic Aflairs (Office of 
the Treasurer of Charitable Endowments for India) No.F.1/1/ 
72'TCE, dated the 15th June, 1972, published as S, O. 3503 in 
the Gazette of India, Part Tl. Section 3(ii), dated the 28lh 
October, 1972, at pages 4991 to 5021 [Pages t to 31 in 
the copy] — 

Page 4991 — "Heading” — Insert the word ‘No.’ above column 
2. Column 6 to 8 Read ‘Property’ For ‘Pro- 
pery’. 

Case No. I. Column 5. para (d), Lines 3 and 4 
Road ‘non-officials’ For ‘non-officers’, para(f), 
lines 3 and 4, Read ‘Doshbandhu’ For ‘Desh- 
bandhru’. 

Column 6, line 15, Read ‘line’ For Maine’, 
line 17, Read ‘remainder’ For reemaindor’. 

Case No. 2, Column 5, line 4, Read ‘Hospital’ 
For ‘HosipLal’. 

Pago 4992 — Case No. 4, Column 6, against 1 , Read ‘Dispensary’ 
For ‘Dispeanary*. 

against 3, Insert ‘X’ between the figures (30 ft, and 
35ft.). 

Maharashtra— Case No. 1, Column 6, line 10, Read 'admeasure- 
ment* Eor ‘Admeasuement’. 

Page 4993— Cose No. 3A— Column 6, lino 4, Read ‘land’ For 
‘and’. 

Case Nos. 6 and 7, Column 6, line 3; Read ’lease- 
hold’ For ‘leashold’. 


Case Nos. 8 and 9, Column 6, line 2, Read ‘House’ 
For 'HonseV 

Line 7, omit the alphabet ‘e’ before the figure 
‘3487.2/9’, 

Case No. 10 — Column 6, line 2 , Read ‘known as* 
For'knonw st’. 

Line 4. Read ‘Foras’ , For 'Faras*. 

Line 5, Read ‘2,290’, For ‘2.290*. 

Page 4994 — Case Nos. 12 and 13, Column 6, line 4, Read 
‘8,570’ For ‘8.570*. 

Read ‘other’. For ‘pthcr’ in line 7. 

Line 11, Read ‘messuages’, For ‘meassuages*. 

Line 12, Read ‘dwelling’, For ‘dwellling’. 

Column 9, line 1, Read ‘sq’, For ‘so’. 

Lines 6 and 7, Read 'Acquisition*, For Acqusition’. 

Page 4994 — Case No. 14, Column 6, line 1, Read ‘Parel’, For 
‘Patel’. 

Line 4, Read ‘squrre’. For ‘squaarc’. 

Line 5, Read ‘7,021 square’. For ‘7.021 sq. r*. 

Line 7, Read ‘2,189’, For ‘2.189’. 

Line 10. Read ‘land’. For ‘and’. 

Line 13, Read ‘Parel’, For ‘Parrel*. 

Against para Thirdly, line 4, Read *1,058* For 
‘1.058’. 

Column 9, line 7, Read ‘yards’. For 'yardos*. 

Lines U and 12, Read ‘Acquisition’, For ‘Aqasi" 
tion*. 

Line 18, delete the word ‘of’. 

Line 20, Read ‘Hydro’, For ‘Hydrp*. 
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Lino 30> Read *37,47L52\ For ‘37.471. 52\ 

Line 44, Read Tarel’, For Tartcl’. 

Line 49. Read 7,043.88’ For 7.043.88^ 

Line 51, Insert ‘of’ against the word ‘yards’. 

Page 4993 — Column 9, lines 22 and 23, Read ‘Acquisition Act 
I of 1894’, For ‘Acqusition Act’. 

Case No. 15 — Column 9. Read ‘1,99,675.08’ For 
M. 99.675.08’. 

Case No. 16— Column 6. line 4. Read ‘admeasur- 
ing’ For ‘admesasuring*. 

Case No. 17, Column 6, line 1, Read ‘parcel’ For 
‘arcer# 

Line 2, Read ‘messuage’, For ‘message’. 

Page 4996 — Madras — Case No. 1, Column 2, Add the figures 
‘F. 19-39/ 54/’ between the words No. and H3 in 
line 12. 

Column 4, line 5, Read ‘(Lovedale)* For ‘(Love- 
date)’. 

Column 5, line 14, Read ‘shall’. For ‘sghall’. 

Column 6. Heading below para (b). For ‘S.N. 10’ 
and ‘E. tent’ Read ‘S.No,’ and ‘Extent* against 
the word ‘Village’. 

Below ‘Village’ Read ‘Kctti*, For ‘Kctri’ wherever 
it occurs. 

Below ‘S.No.’ Road ‘1224/4’, For ‘112244’. 

Read ‘1.355/3’ For “1355/5, egainst ‘25.34’. 
Read ‘1.355/5’ for ‘1355/3’ against ‘4.20’. 

Column 9, delete the words ‘sas were for’ in lines 
21 and 22. 

Uttar Pradesh — Cose No. 1, Column 2, line 5. 
Read ‘/1923’ For /‘923’. 

Column 4, lines 4 and 5, Read ‘Endowment’, For 
‘Endoncment’. 

Column 5, line 2, Read ‘consisting’ For ‘Consis- 
tng’. 

Insert the words ‘pur as cx-officio’ between the 
lines 3 and 4. 

Column 6, para (a), line 2, Read ' Welles lygunj’ 
For ‘Wclleslygung’. 

Para (b). line 2, Read ‘Tohsil’ For 'Tehisil*. 

Page 4997— Punjab Line 2, Read, ‘prepared’ For 'pepared*. 

Pages 4998-4999— Case No. 1, Column 8, Read 7,99,370.38’ 
For ‘2,99,37 0.38’. 

Column 11, lino 2, Read ‘of’ For ‘O’. 

Line 3, Read ‘24,700/-* For ‘24.700/-’ 

Line 6, Read ‘Fixed’ For ‘Fixecd*. 

Case No. 3, Column 1 1, line 2, Read ‘redemp’ 
For ‘redom’. 

Case No. 5, Column 4, Read ‘Conversion’ 
For ‘Converasion*. 

Case No. 6, Column 4, Read ‘60,000.00 
For ‘600,00.00’. 

Column 5, Read ‘ 1 ,67,900.00’ For ‘1 67.900.00 . 
Column 6, Read ‘49,137.00’ For ‘49 137.00’ 

Column 7, Read ‘7,28,200.00’ For 

‘7,28.200.00’. 

Column 8, Read ‘7,77,337.00’ For 

‘7,77,337.000’. 

Column 9, against interest remitted Read 
‘48,645.62’ For ‘48.645.62’. 

Column 11, line 1, Read ‘this* for ‘his*. 
Line 5, Read ‘1,00,000/-’ For ‘1,00,00/-’. 
Line 7, Read ‘Savings’ For ‘Saivngs’. . 
Line li, Read ‘authorities' For ‘athorities’ 

Pages 5000-5001— Case No. 7, Column 4* line 7, Read ‘ficates’ 
For ‘cates’. 


Column 5, Read ‘2,45,100.00’ For 
‘2,45,100.000’. 

Case No. 11, Column 4, Lines 5 and 6 
road ‘Municipal’ For Municicipal’. 

Column 9, Insert ‘(1)’ before the words 
‘other payments *. 

Column 11, Para (f), Insert ‘Rs. 44,86,CC0/- 
at a cost of’ between lines 4 and 5. 

Para l(ii) line 4, Read ‘uninvested’ For 
‘unlnested.’ 

Case No. 12, Column 2, lines 2 and 3, Read 
‘Library’ For ‘Libraary’. 

Column 8, Read ‘16,625.00’ For 
‘16,625,000’. 

Pages 5002-5003—Case No. 14, Column 9, Read the words 
and figures as below ; — 

Interest remitted 1,18,794.80 

Fee paid to Govt. 1,199,95 

(h) Other payments 1,29,07,000.00 

1,30,26,994.75 


Column 10, omit the figures “J,29,07,CC0.C0’ 
and ‘1,30,26,994.75*. 

Case No. 16, Column 4, Read *50,000.00* 
For ‘50,00.00’ against 4J % Uttar Pra- 
desh State Development Loan 1974, 

Column 6, insert ‘(j)’ before the figure 
‘1,33,015.50’, 

Pages 5002-5003 — Case No. 16, Column 9, omit ‘K’ before the 
words 'Fee paid to Govt.’ 

Insert ‘(k)’ before the words ‘Other payments’. 

Maharashtra — Case No. 1, Column 6, Insert 

‘(1)’ before the figure ‘12,819.50*. 

Column 11, para (n). line 3, Read '2,761. 60P,' 
For ‘2,61.60?’. 

Pages 5004-5005— Case No. 2, Column 2, line 3, Read ‘Bangalore 
For ‘Banglore’. 

Column 6. Insert ‘(0)’ against ‘28,590.38’. 

Column 9, (i) Read ‘(q)’ For ‘(b)’ against 
‘Other payments.* 

(ii) Read '28,233.71* For ‘28,133.71 ’ against 
‘Interest remitted.’ 

(lii) Read ‘28,691.47’ For ‘28.691. 407*. 

Column 11, (i) Read ‘(0)* For ‘(i)* against’ 
para 1. 

(ii) Read *14^7-1971’ For ‘14^7-1972’ in lino 
11 in para (2), 

(iii) Read ‘51%’ For ‘5J%’ in line 1 
against ‘(q)’. 

Case No, 3, Column 6, Insert ‘(r)’ against 
‘1,404.00’. 

Column 7, Insert ‘(s)’ against ‘396,00’. 

Case No. 4, Column 7, Insert XU' against 
‘17.31’. 

Column 9, Read the words and figures as below; 
Fee paid to Govt. (i) 0.03 


Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 


(f> 


1.73 

0.02 


1.75 


Interest remitted 
Fee paid to Govt. 


(k> 


1.73 

0.02 


1.75 


3,53 


Total 
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Column IJ, Read ‘J964’ For ‘1964A’ in 
line 3 against Para (i). 

Case No. 7, Column 2, lines 3 and 4, Read 
‘Education’ For ‘Ediicacation’. 

Case No. 8, Column 4, Insert ‘4%’ against 
B.P.T, Loan. 


Pages 5006-5007 — Case No. 9, Column 2, line 1, Read 
‘Sassoon’ For ‘Sasson.’ 

Column 3, Insert ‘of’ between ‘Board’ 
and 'Trustees’. 

Column 9, Read '(u)’ For '(U)’ against 
‘Other payments.’ 

Column 11 (i) Insert ‘1971’ between ‘Loan’ 
and ‘Rs. 6,30,000’ against (i). 

(ii) Read ‘45,000’ For ‘45.000’ against (ii) 
Case No. 10, Column 2, line 4, Read ‘After- 
care’ For ‘After’, 


Read ‘4l % Maharashtra Loan 1972’ 

For ‘4% Maharashtra Loan 1972’ against 

19,500.00* 

Read ‘42% Loan 1989 For ‘44% 

Loan 1989 against 500.00 

Read ‘5J’% Maharashtra Loan 1977’ 

For'5*% Maharashtra Loan 1977’ 

against 500.00 

Read ‘Electricity’ For ‘FIccrricily’ in the 
penultimate line. 

Column 5, Read ‘26,25,900,00’ 

For ‘6,25.900.00’* 

Column 6, Read ‘1,13,833,75’ For 
‘1,13,833.7’, 

Column 7, Delete ‘(ah) 1,13,833.75’ 

Column 11, Read ‘3,411,32’ For 

‘3,411,’ against item No. (iii). 


Column 3, line 4, Read ‘B.T.T.’ For ‘P.l.T.’ 
and ‘No.’ for ‘Co’. 


Pages 5012-5013— Case No. 27, Colunm 4, line 2, Read ‘Mahr ’ 
For ‘Majhr.’ 


Column 4, Insert ‘1946’ with ‘3% Conversion 
Loan,’ 

Case No. 13, Column 4, Read ‘Loan’ For 
‘Toan’ against ‘2,000.00’, 

Case No. 15, Column 4, Read ‘43 % 

Maharashtra Loan 1976’ For '41 
Maharashtra Toan 1976'. 

Column 6, Read ‘(v)' For (V)’, 


Madras 




L.oiumn 4, Read '16.400 00’ 
For 16,000,00’, against 4^ y T 
J986 and ‘16,000.00- pSr ‘6 0(W(Xr 
against 5^% Loan 1990. ’ 

gadla For Jonnagaiia,’ Column 4, line 
5, Read Madras' For ’Madars.’ 


Column 11, Para (x) Read ‘13,300/-’ For 
‘13.300’. 

Case No. 16, Column 6. Read ‘745.50’ 
For ‘75.50’- 

Column 11, Insert ‘(y)’ before ‘Represents.’ 


Pages 5008-5009— Case No. 18, Column 3, line 4, Delete ‘Q’, 


Pages 5014-5015— West Bengal 

Case No. 1, Column 8, Read ‘98 352 nn» 
For ‘8,352.00’. 


menf For ‘Endowmonr\ 
^ For""” HoStar" 


Case No. 19, Column 5, Read ‘1,600,00’ 
For ‘1,6 0 00’. 

Case No, 20, Column 4, Read ‘1,000.00’ 
For ‘1,000.00’. 


Column 7, Read ‘1,389.25’ For ■],380.25’ 
Column 8, Read ‘1,389.25’ For ‘a, 389.25’. 
Madhya Pradesh 


Case No. 21, Column 6, Read ‘(ad) 16,359.00’ 
For ‘ad 16,652.00’. 


Case No. 1, 
line 3, Road 


Column 3, 
‘of’ For ‘for’. 


para 


(3), 


Column 11, line 6, Read ‘Exejuption' For 
‘exemption’. 


Case No. 3, Column 3, Insert ‘and’ after 
Agriculture.’ 


Line 7, Delete ‘it’. 

Case No. 22, Column 3, line 1, Read ‘Agri- 
cultural’ For ‘OgricLiItural’ 

Column 4, Insert ‘3%’ against ‘Conversion 
Loan.’ 

Column 6, Read ‘384.00’ For ‘314.00’, 


Pages 5016-5017— Case No. 5, Column 2, line I, Read ‘Krishna- 
bai’ For ‘Krihnabai,’ 

Case No. 7, Column 3, line 1, Read ‘Secre- 
tary’ For ‘Secretqry’, 

Case No. 14, Columns 7 and 1 1, Read ‘(at)' 
For ‘(as)’. 


Case No* 23, Column 2, Read 'Memorial’ 
For ‘Memoria.’ 


Column 11, line 2, Read ‘reinvestment’ 
For ‘cinvestment.’ 


Case No. 25, Column 3, Read, 'Committee 
of Management of the Asiatic Society of 
Bombay* T own Hall, Bom bay-I ’ For 

’Committee of Management of the Bombay 
Branch of the Asiatic Society, Own H&ll, 
Bombay-!’ , 

Pages 5010*5011— Case No. 26, Colunm 2, line 1, Read ‘Jam- 
setjee’ For ‘Jamestjee’. 

Column 4, Read ‘3% Conv. Loan 1946’ 
For ‘3% Xonv* Loan 1946’ against 
12,99,500.00 


Pages 5020-5021— Case No. 10 Column 9, Read ‘172 26’ 
For ‘172.62’, 

Case No. 15, Column 7, Insert ‘(fl')’ against 
the figure ‘2,00’. 

Case No. 16, Column 2, lines 4 and 5, Read, 
‘Endowment’ For ‘Eudowment’j, Column 
4, Read ‘1,06,600.00’ For ‘1,06,000.00’* 

Punjab 

Line 1, Read ‘apportionment’ For ‘appoint- 
ment*’ 



1430 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 31, 1973/CHAITRA 10, 1895 


[Part II — 


^ 5 1972 


Vto PTo 952- — 1961 (1961TT 43) ^ 126 BTlTT STT^T ^ ^Tifm <fn: 

!T'T^ l Ho 5 5/233/63-TTrfo^to) 18-5-19G4 ^ qT 

fwf^ftrTT t ’ 


1 2 

66. tT^^H 

ift ^ ^ ^ 


3 

I 111 

(t), 


iT^ iG^rn^; i972^r5r^?>ft i 


4 

WRR ^T^iTW WJ*T?T (fVdOT) 

III ( 

i^V w[^ ^TTwr 

% ^in 

^r ^Mn qiT^ % f^ 

Pnn TT^TT ^ I 


5 fi 

’qrw^^r^PTT 

f^RT^ ( 3 ) t' qfr^ ^nr-i, 

mWi: ^ WTT7niT % *FWTn 

vV i?rt^6qi 


[?T^ 4/q>T^>^o l87/l8/71-m{o^to (c^om^o)] 

^0 Tnwr, 


(Central Board of Direct Taxes) 

New Delhi, the 5th August, 1972 

income-tax 

S. O. 952. ^la exercise of the powers conferred by Section 126 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following addition to the Schedule annexed to its Notillcation No.l (F. No. 55/23 3/63 -IT) dated 
18-5-1964, as amended from time to time. 

After the Serial No. 65 in the said Schedule, the following item shall be added: — 

1. ^ 3^ ^ 6. 

66 Management staff of Income-tax Officer Inspecting Assistant Con> Appellate Assistant Com- Commissioner of 
Indian Explosives Ltd, B-Ward, Dist. Ill (A) missioncr of i Income-tax, missioner of Income-tax Income-tax West 
stationed any where in Calcutta. who has been appointed to who has been vested with Bengal-!, Calcutta. 

perform the functions of an the powers to hear the ap- 
Inspecting Assistant Com- peals agaiast the decision of 
missioner of Income-tax the Income-tax Officer, re- 
in respect of Dist. Ill (A) ferred to in Column (3) 

Calcutta. 


This Notification shall take effect from the 16th August, 1972. 


[NO*4/F.No.l87/18/71-IT(AI)] 
B. MADHAVAN, Under Secy. 


^ 23 qiTTfV, 1973 

PTo 953- — ’ffmrr 1961 (l961 ^ 4.3) ^ ETRT 126 ^RT lyrfwff TT JpfpT JTt^ 

5PTTW qR Ho 1 (q^To S 5/23 3/6 3-HT|o ^tc.),m^' IS 1. 9 6 4 ^ HqOT 

U.d^ftK T dirqfSn qRTTT ^ I 

^ Ho 67 ^ nWTH : — 


1 J 

qRT^ ^ nt ^TFPfR HftPfTRtj 

^H^ ’THo HTTo f^FTT 

^H^ WHTft I 


H^IW HPT^ HT™ (fhflOT) 
fST^ fHHT 3 {^) qi’HTW Tt 
HTHH H^iq+’ mWT HPHTH 
(f^rdw^) % ^ qiHH 

^ fniTTH fW HHT 

1 


mnw xnwT (htIh) 

FT 4 3 HTWT 

irIw^ % ftrfmTHH ^ fw 
wfm ^ qft uif^er 


5 

^TPHFT 

HHRT- 1 , 1 


^trgw 2 1973 H HHT^ ^'1' I 


[Ho l/q>To Ho 187/l2/72-H^^o (tTo mfo)] 
Hfo PjntrdqiHn, hN^ 
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New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1973 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 953. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 126 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cential Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby makes the follownig addition to the Schedule annexed to its Notification No. 1 (F. No, 55/233/63-IT) dated the J8th 
May, 1964 as amended from time to time. 

In the said Schedule after Serial No. 67, the following shall be added: — 

1 2 3 4 5 6 


68, All employees of M/s. Income-tax Officer, A- Inspecting Asstt. Com- Appellate Asstt. Com- Commissioner of In- 

S. R. Batliboi & Co., Ward, Dist. III(A), Cal- missioner of Income-tax missioncr of Income- come-tax West Bcngal-I 

stationed anywhere in cutta. who has been appointed tax who has been in- Calcutta, 

the taxable territory. to perform the functions vested with the powers 

of an Inspecting Asstt. to hear appeals 
Commissioner of Inco- against the decision of 

me-tax in respect of the Income-tax Officer 
Dist. 111(A), Calcutta. referred to in Col. 3 


This notification shall take effect from the 2nd April, 1973. 

[No. 1/(F. No. 187/i2/72-lTAI)] 
V. B. SRINIVASA N, Under Secy. 


TWIT 

5 1973 




<rr. arr. 954.—*^., 

13-12-72 ^ 13-12-72 ^ 

1/72 ^ ^ I 

cif. 1/731 

qir. WKTifif 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OR CENTRAL EXCISE 
Hyderabad, the, 5th February, 1973 

CENTRAL EXCISES 

S.O, 954, — 1, S. K. Srivastavci, Collector of Central Excise 
Hyderabad hereby rescind the Notification No. 1/72 dated 
13-12-72 issued by this Collectomte on 13-12-72. 

[No. 1/73] 

S K. SRIVASTAVA, Collector. 
20 HiW l'), 1973 

W, W. DSaCW. 3irT./2S3/l/l973.]— OTR- 

^P?n5 1944 ^ 233 ^fTlTT FTfT 

arftniTrt ^ iprirr W ^ 

8 1970 ^ 7)<d ^ Tp" QrT^TprnT ^ HRT- 

fsTT CR RT7T '15^ l7l/o9 

21 1969 t?r #. 121/70/A?^. 28 

1970 179 / 71 /?^ 5^ 23 1971 R. 196/71 

^ 12 1971 WT w. in/72/^ f 

25 1972 ^ RTR' RfOT ?r«4T F 200/72 tft t 

ftJRIR) 21 few 1972 fTTTT twHVr 17l/e9 

t'TRi'V 21 1969 aTftrq;fw 

tRTTR- 1944 ^ RTWr-n 4‘ 97 

'TiraWw 95^ in' ^ ^ ^ srsni 

tJ' TrfR" 6 *63?' ^ d M^Cdld td^-d RT 

97ft ^ RTRTT ITTT arfv^TRt 


car) rf rrt 6 rra ^ 

'jikI aiTdid Ws 9T7r (afl'. 'tJ', i/afr. ’ft. 2) ^ wirf^i 

(T) ?t; d RFf 6 “fft 3dl' 9TR Jfir RRT RTR I 

arftr^ RTRttvR ?R R9R7 ftt rIrw i?t; 

R^ R)jT 917I atTTTor ft 97 ^ ^ IWt 

m ft ?R7^ arw 9)V<1 'ft RVrft 

ft^ 3ttv9nft 9t Rfr ^ Rtft i 


W. am. ft. ft aE^pfR ^ 97ft9Tft fRRfRT ^RTT RRR- 
fTR ft t?9i fTR ftR RTR" ft? ftw 

1' Rl^ftRVrft 97 did ' 

2. W4, RTiftR FfevT: 

3. tRRTR RTR;: 


ft^/CR 'Jl'^TCT Rffw 9RRT ^ im ft 

ft l/ftft 2 / ift ftft/pnft 'f9T7T imt aif^rr 9TR 9 ft RJRFS 
RRRT RRT ftft / 5 d l <' ^9T7T ? d d Rr'TT’?"7^59i"Rft7r RTR ftt 
ftr RT9T (?'^di'n)* ft RET 6 9ft Vd+d 9977 ft 


ftfr9: an^ 

'M I ti??! n 


i ^tr. i ^ 


^.-0(8) /?/73] 
fTRf, iRnwf 
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Bombay, the 20th February, 1973 

S.O. 955 [No. CER/233/1/1973].— In exercise of the 
powers conferred on me by Rule 233 of the central Excise 
Rules, 1944, and in supersession of this Collectorate Notifi- 
cation Central Excises No. CER/233/1/1970 dated the 8th 
February, 1970, 1 hereby direct all the asscssecs of excisable 
goods in this Collectorate to whom self removal procedure 
has been extended, as laid- down in Chapter VTT-A of the 
Central Excise Rules, 1944, notified under Government of 
India’s Notification No. 171/69 CE dated the 21st June, 1969 
as amended by Notification No. 200/72 CE dated 2Bt Sep- 
tember, 1972 read with Notification No. 121/70-CE dated 
28th May, 1970, No. 179/71-CE dated 23rd September, 1971, 
No. 195/71 CE dated 12th November, 1971 and No. 117/72 
CE dated 25th March, 1972, that they shall intimate, im- 
mediately after 6.00 P.M. on the day prior to the Budget 
Day, to the Supdt. of Central Excise incharge of the Range, 
with a copy to the proper officer, a declaration, in the 
appended form furnishing the following information: 

(a) the number of last gate pass (G.P. 1. & G.P. 2) 
issued by them up to 6.00 P.M, on the day prior 
to the Budget Day. 

(b) the closing balance of stocks held by them at 6.00 
P.M. on that day. 

Such a declaration addressed to the Superintendent in a 
sealed cover, alongwilh a copy thereof shall be handed over 
to the Central Excise Officer, specially posted in charge of 
the factory or in charge of a group of factories for giving 
clearances on the Budget day. 


ANNEXURE 


Declaration of stock etc. on Pre-Budf^ct day by a mann- 
factiirer M^orkinf^ under S.R.P. 

E Name of Licensee. 

2. L-4 T.iccnce No. 

3. Commodity. 

I/We hereby declare that the Serial Number of last gaic- 
passfes) in form G.P. 1/G.P. 2 issued by me/us and the 
balance in hand of the excisable goods manufactured by me/ 
us on''* (date) at 6 P. M. was/werc as under: — 

Name of goods Serial No. of Closing balance of 

with tariff item last G.P. 1/ crxcisable goods in 

No. 2 slock as per R.G.l 


Certified that the particulars given above are correct. 
Place 


Date .... 


Signature of the assessec 
or his authorised agent 


♦One day prior to the presentation of annual /supplement- 
ary budget of the Union Government. 

Handed over to Supdt./ A. C. of C. Ex., on 

at 

[No, V-6(8)/2/73] 
D. N. LAL. Collector 


»rni?r<r 

(aiRrfH ?«WFr') 
^ 21 ITT^, 197.^ 


^ irafiT ^ gsRT tyrarfsT iff ^ 

4^ spq- 

WTT ^ 4, ipTTC TP? ^ 

ifTT^ 5 !it irf4 ^ ^ #Tf) 4^ sriW 

^ sfm 28 pt4, 1074 ^ #4 ^ 

^ ariV qrrfyqTTT iptft t \ 

^ 4^, "ifrWFTT 4 

t— 

(1) ^wTwr HTR qriWr i95i (1951 m 

4pm 4. 33 ) wtt 5 ^ 

(2) 4 PVT qfpTTtw WqrWT PVT PPpi VTV 
PTV VT PPTl^ IITT PTTsr tpTT 
pp pp: ^ 45 arfr 4 4 ^ # 3tv wtt 

i!i4i'N hpwiVm+i p? 4444 4 •. 

(2) PMPMTT PWP, -sifr 

(3) 24 PTWr, prftfPT, ?TP^ ariV S7T4f f5r4 1 

2 , T^P^PTTT ITPTP VFVPT Pt4 4 

gw 44 'FT ar^^PT^ 'f^VT ^ ptvpt ptstt? 

arrvtv ^piTT vw-wv pt srnr i 

[PP. 4. 12(2)-3It4^.4?/73] 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Department of Internal Trade) 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 1973 


S.O. 956. — ^The Central Government, having consider- 
ed in consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, 
the application for renewal of recognition made under sec- 
tion 5 of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952, (74 
of 1952), by the East India lute and Hessian Exchang 
Limited, 43, Netaji Subhas Road, Calcutta, and being satis- 
fied that it would be in the interest of the trade and also 
in the public interest so to do, hereby grants, in exercise of 
the powers conferred by Section 6 of the said Act, recog- 
nition to the said Exchange for a further period of one year 
ending with the 28th March, 1974 in respect of forward 
contracts in jute goods (hessian and sacking cloth or bag or 
both, twines or yams or both manufactured by any of the 
mills or any other manufacturers of whatever nature made 
from jute) in the city of Calcutta, 


E.xpJa nation . — In this notification, the expression "City of 
Calcutta” means: — 

(1) Calcutta as defined in Clause (ii) of Section 5 of 
the Calcutta Municipal Act, 1951, (West Bengal 
Act, 33 of 1951), together with part of Hastings 
North or South edge of Clyde Row and Strand Road 
to the river bank and the areas which were pre- 
viously under the now defunct Tollygunge Muni- 
cipality. 

(2) The port of Calcutta; and 


fm oriVr 

^ H \ 1952 (1952 ^ 74) ^ ^TRT 5 ^ 

^ flJTf ^ ^ ^^TT, ^3^ ^ yirr 6 FTm 


(3) The Districts of 24 Paraganas, Nadia, Howrah and 
Hooghly. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the ^n- 
dition that the said Exchange shall comply with such direc- 
tions as may from time to time be given by the Forward 
Markets Commission. 


[F. No. 12(2)TT/73] 
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«IT. 957. — ?RWR, 5n;;TT7 

'TX'I'I, ‘<'1 l^'6 ■’I 4.?, "-J'luft 

' Tie, (f'fV'f «rK-H ) 3 tWj- 

f'-rVH, 1952 (1952 ^ 74) ^ OTIT 6 iVf iT?f. 

ifT^^inTT ^ ^ ^ qR 97 3lf7 

?i 3 Tt 4 97 97^ *!ll9r< ^ ^ 3lf? 

^ ??7r 5^, 3Ttqf?RnT WTT 6 

y r ?'W'i|'l' 97 TT^fTT 97^ gTi 3977 t^rTTsf^T 9^, 9lWr 97TT7r, 
?«i«!i<, airnr sif? \s Wlwi iTHri srfV 77, Tnjqr ^ 713 

3j;5 (fsRfpf wiVTT^rfd' t) arflRT «?9^I3H' 9)^ 

91977 28 7T^. 19 7 4 97t 777F77 97?ft 9^ 9j"l SffV 977777- 

«rhr it w^ui 977ft t \ 

2. 7377^9777 irT777 ?77 ifTTf 9l 3T177«fft7 ^ ?9i 3977 

77977€t37 7^ ^7^^97f 977 TH-^MkH 97^ 77t 97W 979777 

3r777f7T ^9777 TTTTTT-TTW 97 577^ I 

[777597 12(2)-377?'.7^,/73] 
97|'. 15. 779', 3797 TTf^A 

S.O. 957.- — The Central Government, having considered 
in consultation v^ith the Forward Markets Commission, the 
application for renewal, of recognition made under Section 5 
ot the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952, (74 of 
1952), by the East India Jute and Hessian Exchange Limited. 
43, Netaji Snbhas Road, Calcutta, and being satisfied that 
ii would be in the interest of the trade and also in the 
public interest so to do, hereby grants, in exercise of the 
powers conferred by Section 6 of the said Act, recognition 
to the said Exchange for a further period of one year ending 
with the 28lh March, 1974, in respect of forward contracts 
in raw jute (including mcsla) in the States of West Bengal, 
Bihar, Assam and Orissa and the Union Territory of Tripura. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the com 
dition that the said Exchange shall comply with such direc- 
tions as may from time to time be given by the Forward 
Markets Commission. 

[F. No. 12(2)-lT/73] 
V, A. RAO, Under Secy 


^ 23 777^, 1973 

977. 377. 958.— 9-1 "^9 37^77, 37^1777 <H'?9^I' (?9?H9HH) 
3Ttyf77*W, 1952 (1952 ^ 74) 9ift 77777 5 9i 37lfft7 ^ JT^ft 
9i H <ft«K < ff| 9^ 37T97r7ft?^ TJI^ 377^7^ (JW 

9^37, *^*^9^ ^9777 377^9^ 97, 9T3777 3779^7 ft 

qn^r^f 9>7^ 97 ftft 97 3{ftr ^ 777TW7 ft 37 fI’ 97 fft; 

7^ 9)7^77 *97977 Sffft (ft9f?77 ft ftl ?ftT7, 3977 37ft7fTir>T 9ft 
77777 6 f^77 7r?777 TTfqrf^'t 977 779^7 qrrft s'- weft ft tItT 
37?I7fr TftftTfTsft 9ft 97977 3977 TJTTrftft 9if 24 SrftV, 1974 
^ ^TTTTCTT ftft 977ft t?47 9ft 9ft 37ft 9ll<979ttr ft ?ftft t?7F^^9T7T 

*77597777 77979 9!77ft ft I 

2. 9ft 9759777 |77 STTTf ft ft Ift; 3977 

( .' Wtlft ftft 977 977757 99% 37I 97W 9T37R 3T79f5T 

^7777 775T9"7r779 97 '41 ft ‘I 1 

[977. ft. 12(3)3nft.ft?/73] 
3T7ft. ft. ^9579777, 3-9 77^9*7 


New Delhi, the 2.7rd March, 1973 

S.O. 958.— The Central Govern ment, having considered, 
in consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, the 
application for renewal of recognition under Action 5 of 
the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952 (74 of 1952), 
by the Bombay Oilseeds and Oils Exchange Limited, 
Bombay, and being satisfied that it would be in the interest 
of the trade and also in the public interest 
so to do, hereby grants, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 6 of the said Act, recognition to the said Exchange 
for a further period of one year ending the 24th April, 
1974, in respect of forward contracts in groundnut oil. 

2, The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said Fxhange shall comply with such directions 
as may from time to time be given by the Forward Markets 
Commission. 

[F. No. 12(3)-IT/73] 
I, V. CHUNKATH, Dy. Secy. 


3ft 23 97ft, 1973 

97T. 377, D59. — 377977797 97^ 37fuf5TW, 19 56 (195 5 971 
10) 9ft OTTT 3 ^77 77T^7 97T 977^7 97ft ^ ftftk 

7Tr97T7 I5;ft 9^9" (fftTfW) 377^97, 1948 ft SltV ftTltW 97ft 
i ^7775 tr9TT97TT ?5TT5f 3779V 9rrft ft, 37vfft;!— 

1. W snftr 977 57777 979' (^TTTW) ftRlhlTT 377^97, 

1973 ft I 

2. 5;f;ft 9757 (VttW) 371^77, 1948 ft 21 ft 3TO^ 

(1) ft,— 

(97) ( 6 ) ft. sV ft ‘‘97’’ 97*9 3n7?TT ; 

(79) 579 (5) ft 979771; *79 3777 :WtW 77 9ft 

TTnrft, aTvf7(i— 

(6) “5773 97T TtVitV »7T57 fsTTTft 88 ftsR ft 375!*:^;5T 
*77 100 ftd 7 ft 373^7797 979^7 

(3-) 77V3- 975=7^ ft, "Wft 37^7 Sn^ft 7775T'’ 97*ftf ft 
97 “Wft, 3717ft, 37fft Tftwft VTIT” 97*9 tV 
TTlftft ) 

(g-) 975*^ ft, 579 (9) ft, “VW 97 37T3*t 

¥0*7" irr*ft ft 7^7757 97 "W?^, sTTTsft 

*77 TrVgft 57757 ” 97*9 tV STTftft » 

(e.) <r9t,cft9)<i) | ft WR 97 RrWt 7^ 

sniTTfT, 37»7f7(:— 

‘itqReftefi ( iri': — 3'9'*rJ5 ft 959^*7 ft 579rft 9ft 
91g fVTrft 579 (1), (2), (3), (395), (4), (5). 
777 ( 6 ) ft W 9!9ft ftt *7797 ft, *7*77- 

*773 99 'pft- ^ Wft, 3rft, 7r9i .f77?7ft, 

ftV?', 3T7W 97 4)1(7^91 77757 775777ft Tnrft I” 

[ft. 24015(7)/72-5W(l?)l 
d"ii, 39 TtIVt 


64 G of 1/72—3 
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New Delhi, the 23 rd March, 1973 

S.O. 959, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Essentiid Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955), 
the Central Government hereby makes the following Order 
further to amend the Cotton Textiles (Control) Order, 
1948, namely: — 

1, This Order may be called the Cotton Textiles (Control) 
Amendment Order, 1973, 

2. In Clause 21 of the Cotton Textiles (Control) Order, 
1948, in sub-clausc (1) — 

(a) in item (v) the word “or"' shall be added at the 
end; 

(b) after item (v), the following item shall be inserted, 
namely:— 

“(vi) onc-sixteenth bales containing not less than 88 
metres or not more than 100 metres of cloth”; 

(c) in the first proviso, for the words “quarter and one- 
eighth bales” the words “quarter, one-eighth and 
one-sixteenth bales’* shall be substituted. 

(d) in the second proviso, in item (d) for the words 
“quarter or one eighth bales", the words “quarter 
one-eighth or one-sixteenth bales" shall be substi- 
tuted, 

(c) for the Explanation, the following Explanation shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“Expianationi^^VoT the purpose of this sub-clause, a wooden 
case containing the quantity of cloth as 
specified in items (i), (ii), (lii), (iii-a), (iv), 
(v), or (vi) shall also be deemed to be a full, 
three quarter, half, one-third, quarter, onc- 
clghth or onc-sixteenth bale, as the case may 
be.” 

[No. 24015(7)/72-Tcx(A) ] 
T KHANNA, Dy. Secy. 


snf 6 5^7^, 1973 
«iT FTrPtrr 

HiJ 6< ^ ■3ii*((n ^ 31,532 ^ 

(n! -snTITTr W. 'fi’/^/l73233oM/q^ t?T?r/42/^/ 

fft/33-34 28-3-72 iFfT »IT I 

3ITW7 97 Sii'i'i n f^^TT ^ 'i'Tti 5113 , w y ^ 

fsnfiTfr f4W,(fr gq^ffTr srf 

3r7*fTiTw si ^ I 

rTVT iVTriVfff 1972-73 9? 318 

?7»TT wr TT frfW f I 

^ gw 9!^ i^j^r TfbTT^ 'iWRft' irfg at 

>T?'/3r74THW ?t n?* ^ I 

anw 1956 7-12-1956 ^ 

9 (Tft 7ft) ^ arTRfiT nw affwrrf ^ ITTrlrr 'Rrt ^ 4“^ 
fluirtTr 7f. 'ft/(?Er/l732330M/c?T7r t?r7r/42M/33-?4 tWf! 


28-3-72 7ft7n71,W f^l<M7ft sriV 9lt TfT ^R^ft 9^ 

"fTIT ^ I 

<3fT 3nw symrr fww t'gTnr ^nir f9!7n- 

WSr 1972-73 ^ 'fn 318(4) 9)t sfITf ^ 

qtt 7ftJii?!,wi irf^r "d d str rd d i 

FTT. tpr 'ftM-19/t’ T9‘-72/i3 dM qrr 15/48373 

aiT7. <ft7, gxr fww 

(Offleo of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1973 

S.O. 960.— M/s. Chopra Plastics, Sal wan School Market, 
Rajindcr Nagar, New Delhi were granted an import licence 
No- P|S11732330|C1XX142|D|33.34 dated 284-72 for Rs. 31.532 
for import of Plastic Moulding Powder etc., from C.C.A. 
They have applied for issue of duplicate Custom Purposes 
Copy of the said licence on the ground that the original 
Custom Purposes Copy thereof has been lost /misplaced with- 
out having been utilised at all. 

The applicant have filed an affidavit In suppoit of the above 
statement, as required under para 318 of I.T.C. Hand Book 
of Rules and Procedure, 1972-73. 1 am satisfied that the 

original Custom Purposes Copy of the said licence has been 
lost/misplaced. 

In exci’cise ot the powers conferred on me under Section 
9(cc) of import Control Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, I order 
the cancellation of the original Custom Purposes Copy of 
Licence No. PlS|1732330lCiXXl42lDl3344 dated 284-72, 

The applicant is now being issued duplicate Custom Pur- 
poses C<my of the licence in accordance with the provision 

of para 318(4) of the T.ThC Hand Book of Rules and Proce- 
dure 1972-73. 

[No, NPIC-19IAM. 72IAU, UTlCLAi4837] 
K. R, DHEER, Dy. Chief Controller 

for It. Chief Controller 


(7^ tsnfw, TifT 

^ fTTTft, 24 »Tr^, 1973 

<7fT. W. 961.— ^!77IT7 fTT? TTTT fTTl tJT! 1964 

220 ^ !?rr 3117077 0? ffp? 15000 77. 

TTfire TT. 3039580/tfr/t?T «ft'/42/33-34 
T'i'ilT) 17-3-72 l??T7r fiW nTJT *77 I 7f N R i, ?7i 

'TTfire *7!^ 3f^5i'fri?q ^ 30^ t (TTrffo! Tftor- 

7^ 'TTf»re BtI rrOT f I 3{T7t TT? IVoT TPOT 

4 77# 0777777 77777 *77 37^^ gTTOrr g-q' ^ r 77# #!77 

77777 «77 I 

?5r 7705^ ^ ?r»r«f7r sf} ^ (jq; 

I OW ??777 to! 07^ ^ tfi7 TT^ j, ? 0i fgTp# 

'Ttf^rg 3777^ tn g^ 0#^ oi frW 4 #7 

I ^ foi 7^ fTroT# iirfjTg ?f. 'ft/ 

^/303958o/t?7/^ 't/42/33-34 17-3-72 at Tf^jT 

8“ arfV r-uj'^d ^ isr toi '377# 3|#rffq #77^553; fgoT# 

#t fo;777 377777 ## I 7^ fTrWt <T?fi7^ 

^ 7^ ^<6777 77777 grr^TO 3777? I 

C^f. 2(am.-217)/7r72/7ft, 7557, t557./5330] 
<T7T. 3ft. 77#?, giT 

fTt fTTTTW 
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(Office of the Chief Controller of Importi & Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th March, 1973 

S.O. 961. — Mr. Kartar Singh S/o Shri Ram Singh was 
granted custom Clearance Permit No. P/J/3039580/N/ 
MP 742/33^34 dated 17-3-72 for Rs. 15.000 for import of a 
1964 Mercedes Benz. 220 car, has applied for a duplicate 
copy of the custom clearance permit as the original Customs 
Clearance Permit has been lost. It is further stated that the 
original Custom Clearance Permit was not registered with 
any Custom House and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Mr. Kartar Singh has filed an 
Effidavit, He has undertaken to return the (Custom Clear- 
ance Permit if traced later to this office for record. I am 
satisfied that the original custom clearance Permit No. P/J/ 
3039580/N/MP/42/33-34 dated 17-3-72 has been lost and 
direct that a duplicate Custom Clearance Permit should be 
issued to him. The original Custom Clearance Permit may 
be treated as cancelled. 

[F. No. 2(R-217)/71-72/BT.S/5330j 

M, G- GOMBAR, Dy. Chief Controller. 

for Chief (Controller. 


^ 0 1073 

>fT. w. 962.— TOftuTT arrarrr 

1955, 7-12-1955 ^ UTTT 9 JTTW JffT 

5!Tt^ rr»iT mrra' miFT, qtp, 

WWtt, CT^TSTHT imn? ciVlJTT) W 46,800 77. 

?75TT7 3(15 Trf. TTTH? IIW) ffTT? ^ ntj 3fPTT7r 


7:1^. #M.5ft/2O28470M./tm. tTW/39‘/tr^/32, 
20-6-1971 ^ f=riVrjr nfTr =9+ 

'TTrir if I ^ idV ^ 

42,699.00 TT^nJ- ^ NjqJliJC tqrJTT «IT I 

fq: ^ ^ MWr f^nr^ irf^r ^ n?' ^ 

31^7 3nr \d 6 ^ ^ ^ ^ wfrl ^TTT^ 'll < -1 

^ ffnj f I 

[7f. ^,-2M,ir?r.T^.^.(36)/70-71] 

17 ^. Tfl, t'iT^TTT! 

^ *j,oq 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th March, 1973 

S.O. 962. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 9 
of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 os 
amended, tne undersigned hereby cancels the Exchange Con- 
trol Copy of the Licence No. G/CG/2028476/C 7^/39/ 
H/32 dated 26-6-1971, for Rs. 46,800/- (Forty Six Thousand 
and Eight Hundred only) issued to Messrs Fertilizer Cor- 
poration of India Ltd., Planning and Development Division. 
C.LF.T. Buildings, P.O. Sindri, District Dhanbad (Bihar). 
The original Exchange Control Copy of the licence was 
utilised for Rs. 42,699/-. 

2. The reason for the cancellation is that the Licensee 
have reported that they have been robbed of the Exchange 
Control Copy of the licence and have now requested for the 
issue of a duplicate licence In lieu thereof. 

[No. CG n/PCMM(36)/70-71] 

N. C. KANJI LAL, Dv. Chief Controller. 

for Chief Controller 


^JhfHnv fwm ffin fwirm 

197 3 

Uto 96 3. — 'RTOt ^ ^ II ^ 3 2 27 ly7'2 

JTPTf ifw) ^Ko qfo 1272 feW 30 1972 ^ VTTT?^ 3TTT pRT 

^ fifT chT^TT Wr % ^ ^ ^ f^nrr^ mmp % ^T%r ?frtr 

*1^;^ Tf t J 

mr#! mro (smm f^) 1952 ^ % fircr mT-fr ^ 6 1973 

^ ^sntpfi- ; — 

<7*1^ 

gtqTT 47T qif vrKTfhr vTRffhr 4 t>- fifsnT^ 4 tt vMt ^rr 


1 . IS : 3706 





IS : 3706-1966 nmT ^FTT ^ ISI’ 

pRT ^ fogfirr 


[^0 C^o ito/ 13 : 9 ] 

^0 
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MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AND SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

New Delhi, the 12 March, 1973 
INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTIONS 

S. O, 963.— In partial modification of the Ministry of Industrial Development (Indian Standards Institution) notification No. 

SO 1272 dated 30th March, 1972 published in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section, 3, Sub-section (11). dated 27tli May, 1972, the 

Indian Standard.s Institution, hereby, notifies, that an additional design of the Standard Mark for fountain pens, which together with the 
verbal description and the title of the Indian Standard is given in the following Schedule, has been specified. 

This design of the Standard Mark, for the purposc.s of the Indian Standard.s Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952 and the 
Rules and Rjgalations frame.l thereunder, shall come into force with effect from 6tli January, 1973 : . 

SCHEDULE 


SI. DttsigQ of the 
No. Standard Mark 


J. IS : 3706 



Product/Class of No. and title of ihc Relevant Verbal description of the Design of the Standard 
Product Indian Standard Marks 


Fountain pen 


rS’3706-1966 Specilication for The monogram of the Indian Standards. Institution, 
fountain pens consisting of letters ‘ISF, drawn in th4 exact style 

and relative proportions as indicated in Col. (2) 
the number designation of the Indian Standard 
being superscribed on the top side of the monogram 
as indicated in the design. 


[No. CMD/I3 : 9] 
A. B, RAO, Director (Central Marks) 


3d 

^ 24 riT^, 1973 

3II. 9G4 

MWt^) 1951 (1951 ^65) W 6 fffU 

MW) 1952 ^ 2, 4 arf? 5 ^ 

1333tf 4" 311^ *4^ rnjT »I^O 

RTRR- 4 311441 4. 3rr./5jT?^.4t.3n7.i!./fl/5 iw^ 

25 ^in^, 1972 4 TTT7T I?»IT^ra' fW tRT '^T, 

y T.'iv(,'Tn wrfl 4^ ; 

1, iTTf. iffl. TT- 

I 

2. H ’ft'. 4. ^rT?4t, R’PtT?: 4*. 

I 

3, 4t ^=(4 i T , t444ni, 4“. '7’® ^.''*3 'I' 

t4r., 1 

4. 4t <5. TR. ^ftiiiy, 4^. 4RFT4t ^,'=ii?c:4t t4r., 

4'y^tV 1 

2. RTT7T7 ^ 4t 44t 4* ^4: ^ 4" 

T'H HVJ l’f g PT tW WIT :— 

(1) »ft ift. 4t. (4t.?^.4t.4t,) 4 

RT. 24 4 iR^nci; t4TRtvd4r?r ^ 

i3mr4t, 3Difr[ !— 

25. 4t IJR. 1?T. ^Pin4. R^iwip^, 4*. tFT.vft.^^.bT., 

I 


26. t^;. 4t. 4- wft, ip<F4r 4. ^'y^;4c:4H 

f4r,, I 

27. 4t 4. 4. 4444^ ifMgR: 

ijTis fTr., I 

28. 4t q. im. sTfRfff, 4". 4ffTT4t tvr., 

'4jk4'7 I 

[4. 4- 3n4-19<l8)/72)] 

SIR. 'pj|y:(|4t, ^ 

MINISTRY OF HEAVY INDUSTRY 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th March, 1973 

S.O. 964 [IDRA].- — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 6 of the Industries (Development & Regulation) 
Act, 1951 (65 of 1951), read with Rules 2, 4, & 5 of the 
Development Councils (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the 
Central Government hereby appoints the following persons 
to be members of the Development Councils for the Sche- 
duled Industj'ies engaged in the manufacture of- production 
of electric motors and of machinery and equipment for the 
generation traasrnission and distribution of energy (exclud- 
ing house service meters and panel instruments) ;whjch was 
reconstituted and established by Order No. S. 0./1DRA/6/5 
dated the 25th November, “1972 of the Government of India, 
^linistry of Industrial Development:—’ 

1. Shri S. S, Kakadc, General Manager, M/s. N.G.B.F., 

Bangalore. 

2. Brig. B. J. Shahaney, Managing Director, M/s Instrii- 

mentatioji Ltd., Kota. 

3. Shri K. Eswaran, Managing Director, M/s. Kack- 

bridge Hewittic & & Easun Ltd., Madras- 

4. Sliri A. S. Lakshman, Chairman, M/s. Senapatty 

Whitely Ltd., Bangalore. 

2, The Central Government also directs that the follow^ 
ing amendments shall be made in the said Order; — 

(1) Al'lcr entry No. 24 relating to Shri P. V. Mathai 
(CEDE), the following entries shall be inserted 
namefy : — 

25. Shri S. S. Kakadc, Managing Director Genera 
Manager, M/s. NGEF, Bangalore. 
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26. Brig. B. J. Shahanoy, Managing Director, M/s. 

Instrumentation Ltd., KOTA. 

27. Shri K. Eswaran, Managing Director. M/s. Hack- 

bridge Hewittic & Kasim Ltd., MADRAS. 

28. Shri A, S. Lakshman, Chairman, M/s. Scnapatly 

Whitcly Ltd., BANGALORE. 

[No. EET-19(18)/721 
R. KRISHNASWAMY, Dy. Secy, 

13 1073 

<tn-. 3ir. 966— 3fT#T 1952 (1952 'fTT 

60) ^ um 3 f^-TT JfrNrm '61 31^^ § 73 , 

1T7T6T7 ERWlf W ^ FsTfT^ ’ftfR Wrl IRM 

^ ^ 6t?!irarr 'f/i‘ ^ Hmi irrim ^ 

eh fsTHW ^ 9C2)/G8-tTrr. 

«!?. 21 1969 ^ 

ITWR 'nt ^ 'Pi 30 1973 

»PyKft f I 

[IT, (JW. 14012/l/72’4i'. ?fi: 

<3^1. 61^^ 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 

(Department of Community Development) 

New Delhi, the 13th March, 1973 

5.0, 965.- — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Commission of Inquiry Act 19.52 (60 of 1952) 

the Central Government hereby further extend up to 
30th April, 1973, the period within which the Commission 
of Inquiry to look into the affairs and accounts of Bharat 
Sewak Samaj, appointed by the Government of India in 

the Department of Community Development vide Notifica- 
tion No. 9(2)/68-l!KK dated 21st February, 1969, shall 

make its report to the Central Government. 

INo. L. 140I2/1/72^PC] 

M. A. OURAIShI, Secy. 

3TiV 5(1*17 T'jGdHH' 7i'(l5l«l 

*1^ 15 511^, 1973 

«in-. 311. 966. — 3(7171’^ frumTUR- irriWn^ sffyiWi 

1971 (1971 =61 43) ^ WITT 3 ^ HTlt*! 

3f|- 4. i>. jFr|- 14 ipT'erTt, 1973 it *TT4f?r 

Tfl. TTl. 7«1R 07 ^IRTt ^ 

(775 aw-«hlf(4"'6 ^ 'PTcft' 

f I 

[71. q.-llOl.s/s/?!-!!^!^!) 

aiH-, yn(, ^ 

MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIA! ION 

New Delhi, the 15th March, 1973 

5.0. 966.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tlon 3 of the International Airports Authority Act 1971, 
(43 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
K. K. Unni, Managing Director, Air India, as a part-time 
Member of the International • Airports-Aulhority of India, 
with effect from r4th February, 1973, vice 7\ir Marshal 
M. .S. Chaturvedi, 

[No. A-11013/8/71-Admn.) 

T. ARUMUGHAM, Dy. Secy. 


*1^ 21 in^f, 1973 

3(1. 967, ~W: 16 *11^, 1973 'pt, ljqvi rn'g '7( ^ 

'7T. <?T,*748 m ^ T'liFfhi 

spT 7^ »J1, strrrrw tVTFrstT ^ eRR-FT 3 ^ftpl ^ 17 
fTRT^rpTi^ rt ^ T^riTRi q? >1177 

qR ^ TRTi, triVn-TTRiRr fTfiR ti trr tfh 
^ 3Rr ?Brq77rgTwf qtt *1^ tru "R 

qri HluiPIldq-- ^ TRll irfVTn qif ; 

3tV TIT: TRqiR qr?7fi- ^ qtt 

4?<?7y?rRjT q/t f , 

3171;, 3Rr, RFITTR ^RW, 1937 'll f7RRT 75 fTRl IRTTI 
itltq-ddl" q^l Wr 'PTTf- 't-lrsi^T 7RFR7 
WRlfr t ^ 3)f'q-djf7q) ^ I 

TirqrR 3fnr ir^ qt 

RiTi'iwq qt RRinfhfi, vi,7qi7fl qrt f7R[q7r 

1 

q!*^q' TRqiR rtt 'PRTf sttItrI' qi ^ 
qi fTH? ?dH?d?yd qit qr?^ f :— 

( 1 ) qnifeT FTT. TH- R#qi, Wtt qpq; i^r- 

TRT, ^ TRR 

(2) sft #. :tfR Fq^lRTT fq^TFl ^ JlfWP" TRl 

Tn^’TftTRi q^ itqi f^rfRiq; i 

SlRn tpt Sflrff- f ^qi ilN" 31^17171 25 3fff71, 1973 Tiq! 3r>T7f}- 
sirq- SF sHt (R 7RTPT7 q;t erq-Tfl Tfr 

HTTJTl m ^ I 

['PI, 71. 'J.'ft, ]5013/9/73-'3,] 


New Dellii, the 2ht March, 1973 

S.O. 967. — Whereas on the t5th March, 1973, an Indian 
Airlines’ HS-748 aircraft VT-EAU, while engaged on a local 
training flight crashed near the South Central Railway head- 
quarters in Secunderabad, about 3 miles awt^ from Begum- 
pet aerodrome, resulting in the death of the Captain and two 
other pilots on board the aricraft and fatal injuries to a boy 
and serious injuries to a woman on the ground; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that 
it is expedient to hold formal iuvestigaion into the circiimfi- 
tanccs of the said accident ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
rule 75 of the Aircraft Rules, 1937, the Central Government 
hereby directs that a formal investigation of the said acci- 
dent be held. 

The Central Government is further pleased to appoint Shri 
Justice Alladi Kuppuswami of Andhra Pradesh High Court 
to hold the said investigation. 

The Central Government is also pleased to appoint — 

(i) Wing Commander S. S. Malhotra, c/o Air Head- 
quarters, New Delhi, and 

(ii) Shri L vScii, Retd. Director of Training and Licenc- 
ing, Civil Aviation Department. 

to act as Assessors to the said investigation. 

The Court of Inquiry will be expected to complete its 
inquiry and make its report to the Central Government by 
25th April, 1973. 


[F. No. Av. 15013/9/73-A] 
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23 ^TT^; 1973 

968. — twr, 1937 % 3 % 

( 2 ) ^ ^r?3fnT tfr 

TT ^ l fH^V I ^ ^ 2 R WIT %, 

^ 3 ^ ^ Wrf^ ^ft^TT w 

fwwrw itmT ^ % 

^^TWt ^ Wf^T ^ ^ ^ % fWT 160 

srnr vifr^nfi tt sraVr «Ft^ ^ ^ffwir ^ t 1 

2 , ’nT^vr ^<FrO TTWjr wrlw mfhr 

% ^ ^t^TT i 

w^q^y ^ 

^ f^*Tlf ^ fvJTfT^ Tt?fV ^ri% % 51^ ^ ^jt^TT 
Ho HW ^ ^ M\\^ ^ 

jptYh tVi ^l % 

1. II % ^ 'V\ 'V’, ^ 

^ 'V' % ^ 3 ^ Crip;HlW 'TW ttht 

H ^ 

STTOT ^ 91T' 

f^HTHlr TK 

^ ^T%TTir % 

3RTTH 2 ^ Prft^ H 

^ 

^TH % ^ ^ 

fr HHR 

HtH'HH' W ^ 

^ ^ fr gwr % 

'HiH'ti) ^ PrTi 5mT ^ 

^THTT ^^{V ^ I 

[^O Ho ITo^fto 1101 3 / 1 0/72-TT/t^qTi:o/ 19 37/1973] 


ORDER 

Now Delhi, the 23rd March, 1973 

S.O, 968. — In pursuance of sub-rule (2) of rule 3 of the 
Aircraft Rules, 1937, the Central Government hereby autho- 
rise the Director-General of Civil Aviation to exercise the powers 
conferred on it by nilc 160 of the said rules, to exempt any pilot 
or pilots from the operation of the provisions of the said rules 
as specified in column 2 of the Schedule given below to the 
extent specified in the corresponding entry in column 3 of the 
said Schedule. 

2. This order shall be valid for a period of one year with 
effect from the date of Its publication in the Official Gazette. 

SCHEDULE 


S.No, Provision of the said Extent of application of such 
rules for which power to power, 
exempt is to be exercised. 


1. Sub-paragraph (b) of para- To exempt such of the pilots 
graph 3 of sections ‘D\ ‘E’ undergoing training in Indian 
and T' of Schedule II. Airlines or Air India on 

sophisticated and heavier 
type of public transport 
aircraft from recency re- 
quirements in respect of 
flying experience and skill 
requirements for the renewal 
of their licences stipulated 
in the provisions referred 
to in column (2) provided 
the Director General of 
Civil Aviation is satisfied 
’ that standards of safety aie 
not compromised. 

(F.No. Av.l 1013/10/72-A/AR/1937/1973) 
S. N. KAUL, Deputy Secy, 


nhiTH *wmTH 

(H\Hr iW) 

15 1973 

TTo mo 9 69. — fHHOT hVt HTtH) 196 5 ^ PpTH 9% (2),fhHH 12 ^ ( 2 ) 

% (^) ?fk fWT 24 % ( 1 ) STTT 5rW VlpRa'f *R Wpr JTT, ^ 144^1 ^ t fr: — , 

( 1 ) ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ I ^ HTHF^ n ^ ^ «rr^ ^r, 2 

flPTfw mPw i d hVt 3 srrfwRt, 4 if hflw vnftH ^ itppmM Hrftmfr ^Prr; 

( 2 ) ^ % HTHII % 1 ^ VTTH III if frfw HTHFH III HTW4 ^ IV % 

^ arft if, 2 if pTfe HTfwifr ^rfimfr ^ ^ htph 3 5 ^ HTfwTft 4 if vrrfer % 

HgifmH HTfwrd rnTtH" Hiftr^Tfl’ ^ i 
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vnfer ^ ^ Tn\f^ ^ «rft?T ?iTffenrRl 

fV ^ ^ t (%^ ^ 

Pm, 1965 

sTTfHvrft mf^ 




?TlfV>5TJfVTI 


2 


4 


m 1 — mF^r II 

+i^iPi ^ *^1 ihm 41^ r *T’ ■ 


TT^fTpr 





m n — mpq- ^ III 

?fViTT 

]. ?fpTT Pt^TT^ (4^T3H 'f.lfjR'Hi ) 

2- ?prr ^ ) ^wTv^jftPrTT (TpFft'^jRT) ^nfl" 

Mp^fl i' ^H iTfr ^f ^ ‘Mr III ^ qr 


3 . (v) srfOTw 

(^) PiHpilVd ^nfr 

ftt nt^ % TT PriRf^ 

(1) ^ElTTFr 

(2) qikiFr (pFm) 

( 3 ) ^ q^T^hrifl 

( 4 ) (Pnm) 

( 5 ) q4 ^MV At fTOHWt ^ I 

(6) t rpf- 

( 7 ) ?TtfV9nrr Pr^/qtPf^, ^ T 

q^plwr?! 0 , <fl ^ *1 

(s) ^rrftOTT im/Hiq? ^ I 

( 9 ) ^ I 

( 10 ) I 

( 11 ) q^T^nPT^t^/TFJTTTHqi' 

( 12 ) 

( 13 ) I 

(14) ^r^ftflrPE f^rfq^ 

( 15 ) qipfTrrfV 

(16) fWrqr 


(3p) qrm ^TftRrrd-, »rwT 
qrRrt^FT I'fn^ *4'T ( %fq?- 
^FfTT/trrfPsFf i(41Pih 

(^) VfWT^, SraR 

^rh^i [?i 

^ q^>Riftwrn^Piq<' 

(qtf^)] 


(t) wft TTfwrO*, srm ?r4t 
^ q^/TTfcpQTqr ifsftPFn:) 

(^) *f7TriTT ^rfeifrrO-; smpr 
^TRfPrq', [^rPfi'-’ 

^ qFf^/xnrl^T^^^tPFn! 
(Tfftrqr)] 


4 . mvm ^ ^ irftmfr tnr- (qr) nm (qft- 

snr HTmr mr^pjr ^ ^TJr^sfypnR^rff aft ^ir r) 

frqqi (?y) ^ 1 ^ tt^ 3 

% TOtpr ( 1 ) ^ 

( 16 ) ^r q^f 

% ^rRrft^fd qqf ^ ^r 
qrqrq WftWTft ^rrrrFq 
5nw<q 3r?r ^ 


5 


( 1 )^ ( 4 ) 


^T^TPr^w ^fPrr^Tfqr 
HfTPf^viT 

3j?iir tj^Prqr (Tp^fr^qT) 


ipflPm (qWt^) 


q'^rPT^w ?ftqrT ^ 
<^PrqT (qfeftiFrr) 
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% TOT 

( 2 ) Mpy T HH TT ff Tt ^'41 ^5^ 4 qp? 

(:^) (^) 

(ig-) ^ ^T^FT ir Tnrt 4^? 


4 ifnTOTF ^ 

^TTrefFH’ 

^r 'Wt 4 ^ 


ni — ■’TTTO’T #aiT, ^^TlfV IV 

Tr?n'r^5TRT^ Tfl^rr TO'Ti' 



(^tTOT ’tfrr 


Tfrm' 

1 





TpftfTO?; ( ^ 


ttPtt 




(nWr^) 

(^5:- 









(^) ^ 











grRPT TOTPTT mr- 

( ^ ) ( hF<.- 

JT»ft 

Tfr^TT 


44^) 




(^g-) ttttoit 

?T»ft 

Tim (nWRTr) 






[tTo ^'T^-81 ( l6)/l969-iTfff] 
^O ^ T^, ^TT^TTr^T 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Border Roads Developmonl Board) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 15th March, 1973 

S O 969.— In exerciso of th',^ powers conferred by sub-nilc (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub-nde (2) of rule 12 and shb^rule (I) of rule 
24 of the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President hereby directs that:— 

(1) in respect of the posts in the General Central Service, Class U. specified in column 1 of Part 1 of the Schedule to this Order, 

the authority specified in column 2 shall be the Appointing Authority and the authority specified in column 3 shall be the 
Disciplinary Authority in regard to the penalties spccilicd in column 4, 

(2) in respect of the posts in the General Central Service, Class III and the General Central Service Class IV, specified in column 

1 of Part II and Part HI of the said Schedule, the authority specified in column 2 shall be the Appointing Authority and the 
authority specified in columns 3 and 5 shall be the Disciplinary Authority and the Appellate Authority respectively in repaid 
to the penalties specified in column 4. 

SCHEDULE 


Description of post Appointing Authority Authority competent to impose penaU Appellate Authority. 

^ ties and penalties which it may 

impose [with reference to item 
numbers in rule 11 of Central 
Civil Services (Classification, 

Control and Appeal)] Rules, 

1965 


Authority Penalties 


All Class 11 posts 


2 3 

PART I— General Central Service, Class II 
Directorate General Border Roads 

President President Director Gen- 

eral Border Roads 


PART II— General Central Service, Class HI 
Directorate General Border Roads 


1 AU Class III posts in the Headquarters 
Director General Border Roads , . 

o \\[ Class III posts in Projects including 
Task Forces and Base Workshops. 


Director (Organisation Director (Organisation 
and Personnel) and Personnel) 

Chief Engineers (Pro- Chief Engineers (Pro- 
jects) jeets) 


4 5 


All (i) to 

(iv) 


All Director General 

Border Roads, 
All Director General 

Border Roads. 
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3. All Class III posts other than Hhoso in the (a) Commanding Officers (a) Commanding Officers All 
following categories in (a) Task Forces Headquarters Task Headquarters Task 

(b) Base Workshops:- Forces (Lieutenant Forces (Lieutenant 

Colonds/Supcrintcnd- Colonel/Supcrintcnd- 

ing Engineer) ing Engineer) 


(i) Foreman (b) Commanding Officer 

(ii) Foreman (Signals) of Base Workshops 

(iii) Chargeman (including those in charge (Lieutenant Colonel/ 

of drilling) ..... Superintending En- 

(iv) Chargeman (Signals) , . . gineer (Mechanical) 

(v) Supervisor Non-Tcchnical Grade T 

(vi) Superintendent Building/Roads 
Grade T in charge of sub Division 

(vii) Superintendent Electrical/Mechani- 
cal Grade f in charge of Sub-Divi- 
sion. 

(viii) Superintendent Building/Roads Gra- 
de I. 

(ix) Superintendent EIoctrical/Mechanical 
Grade L 

(x) Supervisor Banrack/Stores Grade L 

(xi) Chief Draughtsman/Estimator 

(xii) Senior Draughtsman 

(xiii) Surveyor Assistant Grade T. 

(xiv) Superintendent Clerical 

(xv) Assistant-in-Chargo 

(xvi) Personal Assistant to Brigadier 


(b) Commanding Officers All 
of Base Workshops 
(Lieutenant Colonel) 
Superintending En- 
gineer (Mechanical) 


4. All Class Iff posts in General Reserve En- Commander General Re- (a) Chief Engineer (Pro- All 
gineer Force Centre and General Reserve serve Engineer Force ject). 

Engineer Force Records. Centre. (b) Commander General All 

Reserve Engineer 
Force Centre for 
posts other than those 
mentioned in sub- 
items (1) to (xvi) 
under item 3 In 
column 1 above. 


PART in — General Central Service, Class IV 
Directorate General Border Roads 


1. All Class TV posts inTho Headquarters Dir- Director (Orram'sation 
cctor General Border Roads . . . and Personnel) 


Director (organisation 
and Personnel) 


All 


2. All Class IV posts in Projects. . . Chief Engineers (Pro- Chief Engineers (Pro- All 

jocts) jects) 

3. All Class IV posts in (a) Task Forces (a) Commanding Officers (a) Commanding Officers All 

and (b) Base Workshops. Hoadqtiartcrs Task Headquarters Task 

Forces Lieutenant Forces (Lieutenant 

Coloncl/Supcrintend- Colonel/Superintend- 
ing Engineer) ing Engineer) 

(b) Commanding Offi- (b) Commanding Offl- All 

cers of Base Work- cers of Base Work- 
shops (Lieutenant shops (Lieutenant 

Colonel/Suporintend- Coloncl/Superintend- 

ing Engineer (Mech- ing Engineer (Mech- 
anical) anlcal) 


4. All Class rv posts in General Reserve En- Commander General (a) Chief Engineer All 

gineer Force Centro and General Reserve Reserve Engineer For (Project) 

Engineer Force Records. ce Centre, 

(b) Commander Gene- All 
ral Reserve Engineer 
Force Centre. 


Chief Engineers 
(Projects) 


Chief Enginccra 
(Projects) 


Director General 
Border Roads. 

Chief Engineer (Pro- 
ject). 


Director General 
Border Roads. 

Director General 
Border Roads. 

Chief Engineers 
(Projects) 


Chief Engineers 
(Projects) 


Director General 
Border Roads. 


Chief Engineer 
(Project). 


64 G of T— 4 


[No. F.81(16)/1969^Rcctt.] 

B. K. PAWAR, Under Secy. 
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^ 21 JTFf, 1973 

-SIT, 970.— arrfTT 627, 8 

*n^, 1960 fw HF[; 'Nni tti? ^ 1951 # 

^TW 434 5^ ^ 3 ^ 'fn (*!)) STspm 

^ ^ ^ 16 - 4-73 inniW ^ 

HUIIt^ 5TT>X Nrstr ^ I 

[5j, 5-2/73 'fi’.trT,^.(21)] 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P & T Board) 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 1973 

S.O. 970. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 

5.0, No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director General. 
Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16-4-1973 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced 
in HALDWANI Telephone Exchange, U.P. Circle, 

[No. 5-2/73^PIIB(21)] 
TWt, 27 JTT^, 1973 

ATT. «II. 971.— TOtrr 627, 8 i960 

fwr HTTtfNr rm 1951 ^ fFrsqrr 434 

13^ 3 n? tiVi (*6) 3? ^ 

s^pfhi+T *^5^ 16-4-73 innftTiTr tt noi k'ft sitt; 

^ ^ ^Twr IW f I 

[IT. 6 - 22/73 

tj. <771. 3tfTT, 7TW3; JTIfTf5T^%3! 

New Delhi, the 27th March, 1973 

S.O. 971, — In^ pursuance of para (a) of Section 111 of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 

5.0. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director General, 
Pofsts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16-4-1973 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced 
in KARIMGANJ Telephone Exchange, North Eastern 
Circle. 

[No, 5-22/73-PHB(3)] 
A, S. VOHRA, Assistant Director General (PUB) 


aifi anw 
(TTWT^ Vd^Wriiyr*!) 

^ 21 TTT^, 1973 

972. — ^tHv' tifnT? (smitwYT <?/[ 

a»fl) arfwfjpRTT, 1971 (1971 3!T 40) WTT 3 ^ q|i| 

<771 Jurf^T 

^ arfV anw tiwer, efff 

3fT. 127, rmW 4 3RS|^7 1973 4' <7 6^fT lTr 
f^tarr qTTrft' — 

gw 4 44 «i)7 7 tt74 4, 

(1) TTHT 1 4, ^fTR- #. 2 *1^ gm4, 4 

7VW 97 fgr-rlVtuTr jrfTfe 774 MlliJjf), ^7*7fr( : — 


5T#r 5;;w 3 e#t e;;?r7r 

f9"rf7, f^rw 3imnii (5T^n«iT)” i 

(2) 77W I 4 THT 4. 15 4 gpT# i44t^ 4 

<77 i4T?rM7i7f tt^ :— 

"47' f4w, 

f^TTTFT^, fwTR^, fWT 777^^311 

(rriW^TT)” I 

['TH'. 4. 21012(13)/72-4?r. 3] 

<37R, 4, TTPT^ g nV'l'j'id'P 

<27t'7 W7 

MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 
(Directorate of Estates) 

New Delhi, the 21sl Mnrch, 1973 

S.O. 972. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Centra! Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following amendments in the notifica- 
tion of the Governnient of India, in the Ministry of Works 
and Housing, Directorate of Estates No. S.O. 127 dated the 
4th January, 1973, namely: — 

In the Table below the said notification, 

(i) against Serial No. 2, in column 1, for the existing 
entry, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

“Superintendent Plant /Town Administrator /Estate 
Officer, Hindustan Machine Tools Limited, III 
Machine Tools Pactory Estate, Pinjore, District 
Ambala (Haryana)”. 

(ii) against Serial No. 15, in column 1, for the existing 
entry, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely:— 

“Area General Manager, National Coal Development 
Corporation Limited, Bishrampur, P.0, Bishram- 
pur, Distt: Surguja (M.P.)”. 

[F. No. 21012(13)/72-Pol. IIT] 
R. B. SAXENA, Dy. Director of Estates 
and Ex-Officio Under Secy. 

31 gr<f, 1973 
air. 973.— fqsfiiy infw^iTar 

gkg7 4 fgTgfgtsTr gRrhig qg fgw <777 7?t ^ 1 g4 

7Ti=f4?gqi 4 77^4477 "Nrgr -stt 7^ 4* 1 TRrHTg 4 

T^w 4 *<4477 sMw gr 4^7 # gt 4 

p- irm 4 30 4 <44*7, 

?'=7'fiH7 77TtW7«7, l^^STW g?' 

4 <7777 fghsg TST 4 4jr 73 ^ ^ 1 # sgfgg 
5rq4t an<7f<w/7^giT*r 4 sfw girr tuf <^7 qgr fgrft 1 

gqrhTg- 

"?7g»7Tr 6.42 4V7 qg 34 gr^TCE^ ^ 9-4 

4 30.5 jfteT gM 

Tpg7 7??, 4 30.5 4fe7 giV? 

■rg7 grrR-qf^^r 4 30,5 4^7 ^*1777 

^477 ?;3T7 77^77 «71 ^ gfg 4fl3 (gMWl^?) 4 

<T*77 gf7r7-4iW7 4 30.5 447 gfW 'pnrT 
(srTggTTr) 4 “377^7447’' 4 44T?r4r 5 rt 4 gg 

TTTgTT 4’ I 
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nr^'sRnor ii sfrRrf^rq-, ^ 

T 4 <r!rfi-l 31-5ffy if STT^ JT^mN^r 5F[rtw ITH’- 

^srrf sfTT fifVfs;TTTr iVjrr srr ^ 1 

[i??) 1 G( 49 )/ 71 -W.'ff.l 

4| r[T»r Ch iq^R, 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

New Delhi, the 31st March, 1973 
PUBLIC NOTICE 

SwO. 973. — ^Thc following modification which the Delhi 
Development AiKlKirily proposes to make in the Master 
Plan /Zonal Plan for Delhi is hereby published for public 
information. Any person having any objeclion or sug^cs- 
lioii with I’espcct to the pioposed change may send the objec- 
tion/suggestion in waiting to the vSecrctary, Delhi Develop- 
ment AuLhority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, Indraprtistha Estate, 
New Delhi-1 wilhin 30 days irom the date of this notice. 
The person making the objection /suggestion should also 
give his name and address. 

MODIFICATION 

“An area, measuring about 5.42 liccts. bounded by 9.4 
meters wide road in the north-east, 30.5 metres 
wide Chandra Gupta Road in the south-east, 30.5 
metores wide road in the south-west and 30.5 
meters wide road in north west, falling in Zone 
D-13 Chaiiakayapuri is proposed to bo changed 
from “Public and Semi-public’’ use (Hospital) to 
“Residential". 

'J’hc plan indicating the proposed modifications will be 
available for inspection at the ollice of the Authority, Delhi 
Vikas Bhawan, Indrapraslha Estate, New Delhi on all work- 
ing days except Saturdays with the period referred to above. 

[No. F. 16(49)/71-M.P.J 
H. N. FOTEDAR, Secy. 


ini?n!r 

17 1973 

SIT. 974. — 'Srfi 
(ftiT'cT') if. 2 M'R-iT 1070 (1970 ^ 2) ^ OTtr 0 
5fiT 3'TyTTT ( 1 ) 'll (?5r) ^ Sffisff'T 

inrrfN’ 1910 

(1010 TT 3itV Tip^nr 19bH i. f?n=TtpTfW - 

'STUftlf ar?JuT TR'-T (Tr^T? ^ ^ i<l fff <1 << f 

^ pra-fir <ifiV TT ‘hrfipifrk 

'iiirFf^u'f ysfiq' !TTTT 

5T ''3'''tvr ?:fT ■'fu'^r fV'Ti stithtt, 

Jtfwf'WF 1910 m?T 13, 18, 34, 36, 

0.5 3rf'l ignis 13 ^ T'-T'W 1056 

q; ffr.[fr (5, 133 srfT 134. 

[iT. ^T, f'T. 2-4/4/67] 
TRiG'-T-r, i3T 'MVr (‘Nrf^ll) 


MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND POWER 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 1973 

S.O. 974. — In pLirsLiancc of clauKc (b) of sub-section (1) 
of section 6 of the Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands 
(Laws) No. 2 Regulation, 1970 (2 of 1970), the Central 
Government hereby directs that the powers and functions of 
the State Government or the appropriate Government under 
the following provisions of the Indian Electricity Act, 1910 
(9 of 1910) and the Indian Electricity Rules, 1956 shall in 
relation to the Union territory of Laccadive, Minicoy and 
Amindivi Islands, be exercised and discharged only by the 
Central Government and not by the Administrator of the 
said Union Territory namely — 

Sections 13, 18, 34, 36, 55 and clause XIII of the 
Schedule to the Indian Electricity Act, 1910 and 
rules 6, 133 and 134 of the Indian Electricity Rules, 
1956. 

[No. EL. 11-4(4) /67] 
M. RAMANATHAN, Dy. Director, (Power). 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND RKHABH^TATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 1973 

S.O. 975. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of Shri H, H. Quraishy, 
Regional Labour Conuuissioncr (Central), Dhanbad and 
Arbitrator, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Digwadih Colliery of 
Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post Office 
leal go ra, District Dhanbad and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 9th Marcb« 
1973. 

ARBITRATION AWARD GIVEN BY SHRI H. «, 
QURAISHY, REGIONAL LABOUR COMMISSIONER (C), 
DHANBAD AND ARBITRATOR UNDER SECTION lOA 
OF THE 1NDUS7R1AI. DISPUTES ACT, 1947 IN THE 
MATTER OF AN INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE BETWEEN 
THE MANAGEMENT OF DIGWADIH COLLIERY OF 
M/S. TATA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY LIMITED, 
P. O, JEALGORA, DISTT. DHANBAD AND THEIR 
WORKMEN REPRESENTED BY COLLIERY MAZDOOR 
SANGH (TNTUC), RAJENDRA PATH, DHANBAD. 

Present : 

Shri FL H, Quraishy, Regional Labour Commissioner (G), 
Dhanbad & Arbitrator. 

Representing the Munagement i 

1. Shri R. K. Verma, Group Personnel & Welfare Officer 
(Central), M/s. Tata Iron & Steel Company Limit- 
ed, P. O. Jcalgora, Distt, Dhanbad. 

Representing the Workmen : 

1, Shri Lala B. P. Sinha, Organising Secretary, Colliery 
Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad. 

State; Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad, 28th February, 1973 
AWARD 

By an agreement dated I MO-1972, the Management 
of Digwadih Colliery of M/s. Tata Iron & Steel Com- 
p-jny Limited, P.O. Jcalgora, Distt. Dhanbad and their 
vvorkmen represented by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad 
referred the following industrial dispute for my arbitration 
under Section lOA of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 : — 

“Whether the demand of Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Dhanbad that Shri Mandip, Ex-C.R.O. Labour, 
Digwadih Colliery of M/s. Tata Iron & Steel Co. 
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Ltd,, P. O, Jealgora, Distt Dhanbad who was 
dismissed with cflfect from 28-3-1970 should be re- 
instated without back wages is Justified? If so, to 
what relief the concerned workman is entitled?" 

2 . The Parties further agreed that my decision as Arbi- 
trator shall be binding on them and that the award shall be 
made within a period of six months from the date of signing 
of the agreement or within such further time as is extended 
by mutual agreement between the parties in writing. 

3. The said arbitration agreement was published vide Gov- 
ernment of India, Ministry of Labour & Rehabilitation, 
Deptt. of Labour and Employment Notification No. L/2025/ 
28/72-LR dated 25-10-72. 

4. Both the Union and the Management were requested 
under my letter dated 16-11-1972 to furnish their written 
statement. After receipt of the written statement from the 
management and the Union on 20-12-72, I fixed up hearing 
on 25th January, 1973 in my office. The Union representa- 
tive attended on the said date but the management represen- 
tative failed to attend. The Management, however, ex- 
plained that my letter dated 22-1-73 fixing the date of hear- 
ing was received by them on 29-1-73 and hence they could 
not attend on 25-1-73. The next date of hearing was 
accordingly fixed on 22-2-73 in my office when both the 
parties duly attended. 

5. The case made out by the Union as given in theii 
statement is that Shri Mandip, Ex, C.R.O. Labour of Dig- 
wadlh CoUiery has been working since long with satisfaction 
to all concerned. He was chargeshceted for alleged mis- 
behaviour with another workman and after a show of en- 
quiry he was dismissed with effect from 28-3-1970. The 
Union pointed out that the cause of action against the work- 
man concerned arose out of a quarrel between him and 
another workman. Since both of them reconciled and sub- 
mitted a Joint petition to the management withdrawing their 
case, there was no dispute. As such the action of the 
management in dismissing one of them for alleged mis- 
behaviour is unjustified and ^discriminatory. 

6. The management in their written statement has sub- 
mitted that Shri Mandip assaulted Shri Rajendra Ram, Munshi 
on 10-1-70 on duty in C shift and was charge sheeted for the 
above misconduct. A departmental enquiry was held in the 
matter wherein Shri Mandip participated and cross examined 
the prosecution witness. Thus the workman concerned was 
given full opportunity in the departmental enquiry which 
was conducted after observing the principles of natural Jus- 
tice. As the misconduct was proved beyond doubt in the 
departmental enquiry and the charge was fully established, 
the workman concerned was dismissed from Company’s 
service w.e.f. 28-3-1970, The management further sub- 
mitted that assault on a Superior Officer underground is a 
very grave offence. A compromise petition did not mitigate 
the seriousness of the offence and action was called for to 
maintain discipline in the industry. The management In 
support of their contention submitted documents mentioned 
below marked as Exhibits M-1 to M-9. 

1. Application dated 10-1-70 of Shri Rajendra Ram, 

Munshi (Exhibit M-1). 

2. Original charge sheet No. 5 dated 1 7- 1-70 issued to 

Sri Mandip together with its reply (Ext. M-2). 

3. Enquiry letter No. Dig/PD/69/35 dated 10-2-70 

(Ext. M-3). 

4. Letter No. Dig/PD^70/47 dated 19-2-70 (Ext. M-4). 

5. Letter No. Dig/PD-70/49 dated 24-2-70 (Ext M-5). 

6. Original enquiry proceedings in 15 pages (Ext, M-6). 

7. Original findings of the Enquiry Officer dated 4-2-70 

in 3 page (Ext. M-7). 

8. Letter No. AJ6/3] /773/70 dated 20-3-70 (Dismissal 

Letter-Ext-M-8). 

9. Copy of Standing Orders (£xt-M-9). 


7. At the time of hearing, the Union representative stated 
that the workman has been chargeshceted for assaulting 
Shri Rajendra Ram, Munshi, but the fact is that there was 
no assault as such. What baptjened that both these emplo-\ 
yees quarrelled with each other. While Shri Mandip did not 
lodge any complaint, Shri Rajendra Ram lodged a written 
complaint before the management, although Shri Rajendra 
Ram first hit Shri Mandip with his stick. When Shri Mandip 
Clime to know of this he also verbally complained to the 
management about the quarrel but no action was taken 
against Shri Rajendra Ram, Munshi. Jhe Union representa- 
tive contended that it was fair and reasonable for the manage- 
ment to chargeshcet both of them for quarrelling while on 
duty. The management picked up only Shri Mandip and 
let off Shri Rajendra Ram which is discriminatory and 
amounts to victimisation. 

8. Ext. M-6 is the enquiry proceedings in 1 5 pages. It is 
seen from the enquiry proceedings that only one v^tness viz. 
Shri N. Mishra, Overman was examined on behalf of the 
management besides the complainant Shri Rajendra Ram. It 
is interesting to note from the evidence of Shri Mishra than 
he was not an eyewitness to the alleged assault on Shri 
Rajendra Ram, Munshi but was informed by Shri Moti, 
C.R.O. Trammer that Shri Rajendra Ram was assaulted by 
Shri Mandip, He had further stated in his statement before 
the enquiry officer that “Shri Mandip told me that he was 
beaten first by Shri Rajendra Ram, Munshi with hia stick in 
his right hand and that he assaulted him." Thus there is 
no direct evidence on record to prove the alleged miscon- 
duct. In all fairness the management should have examined 
the other witnesses In whose presence the alleged Incident 
of assault took place. The evidence of Shri Mishra is only 
a secondary evidence based on certain reports made to him. 
i;herefore it is not safe to rely entirely on the evidence of 
Shri Mishra especially when the delinquent workman had 
made counter allegations on the complainant. It is also 
seen that both the workmen submitted compromise petition 
and requested the enquiry Officer not to proceed further in 
the matter. This itself suggests that the story of quarrel 
put forth by the delinqeunt workman was not entirely base- 
less. Had It not been so, the complainant would have not 
agreed for any compromise. 

9. Thus from the foregoing paras, the demand of the 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh for re-instatement of Shri Mandip 
without back wages seems to me to be justified and accord- 
ingly I award that Shri Mandip should be re-instated without 
back wages. 

This is my award and the reference for my arbitration 
thus stands disposed of. 

H. H. QURAISHY, Regional Labour Commissioner 
Dhanbad, 28th February, 1973 

[No. L-2025/28/72-LRIT.] 

New Delhi, the 2lBt March, 1973 

976. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
^ hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Chandigarh in respect of a complaint under section 
33 A of the said Act filed by Shri Kalku, Beldar, Token No. 
699-B, which was received by the Central Government on 
12th March, 1973, 

BEFORE SHRI P. P. R. SAWHNY, B.A. (HONS.) CANTAB 
BAR-AT-LAW, PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL), CHANDIGARH. 

Complaint No. 2/2t of 1972 

under section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Shri Katkii, Beldar, Token No : 699-B, Harabagh Tun- 
nelling Division, B.S.L. Project, Sundernagar — Com- 
plainant. 

Vs. 

1. Superintending Engineer, Harabagh Tunnelling Divi- 

sion, B.S.L., Simdcmagar (H.P.L 

2. Executive Engineer, Harabagh Tunnelling Circle, 

B.S.L. Project, Sundernagar (H.P.). — ^Respondents. 
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Appearances : 

Shri Mohinder Singh — for the complainant. 
Shri Knttnn Lai — for the respondents. 


AWARD 


Shri Katku, complainant, has maintained in the com- 
plaint that he had been imposed a spiinishmcnt of 
stoppage of annual increment without considering the reply 
that he had given to the show cause notice in respect of 
the allegation that he had been caught red handed whil,c 
pilfering 12 battons (wooden) of88x 3^x 3' sibe from 

the carpentry shop and that he had not exercised proper 
check on the aforesaid pilferage. 

According to him, he had filed an appeal before the 
Superintending Engineer against the wrongful findings of 
the enquiry officer, who had rejected the same without 
giving any reasons, and that at the time of infliction of 
punishment by the Execution Engineer, respondent No* 2, 
a dispute forming subject matter of reference No. 2/C of 
1971 WHS pending, and the impugned action had been taken 
without securing prior permission of this Tribunal, which 
tantamounted to contravention of the provisions of section 
33-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

2 . In the reply that was filed by the respondents to the 
complaint, a preliminary objection was taken that the Tri- 
bunal had no jurisdiction to entertain the instant complaint 
and that it was not maintainable as the complainant had 
been punished for a misconduct as envisaged under clause 
7(b) (vi) of the certified standing orders which was not 
connected with the dispute formmg subject matter of re- 
ference No. 2/C of 1971. 

On merits, the justification for the action taken has been 
given in it and it has been maintained that there was no 
necessity for seeking prior permission from this Tribunal, 
in view of the fact that the annual increment of the complain- 
ant was not stopped for any misconduct or any matter con- 
nected with subject matter of reference No. 2/C of 1971, 
inasmuch as the charge under clause 17(b)(vi) of the certi- 
fied standing orders in respect of non-factory staff had been 
roved against the complainant, and the enquiry that had 
een held was consistent with principles of natural justice and 
full opportunity had been provided to tlie complainant to 
produce defence. 

3. No written rejoinder was put in by the complainant to 
the reply filed by the respondents, but he verbally contro- 
verted tne pleas raised by the respondents in their reply, in 
respect of the preliminary objections as well as in respect 
of merits. 

4. On the pleadings of the parties, the following issues 
were framed 

Preliminary issue : 

Whether this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain 
the instant complaint as according to the respon- 
dents the complainant had been punished for a 
misconduct as envisaged under clause 17(b) (vi) of 
the certified standing orders, and not in any matter 
connected with the dispute forming subject matter 
of reference No. 2/C of 1971? 

On Merits ; 

Whether the respondents were justified in inflicting the 
punishment of stoppage of annual increment during 
the pendency of reference No. 2/C of 1971, with- 
out taking prior permission and without taking into 
consideration the reply of the concerned workman 
to the show cause notice sent vide letter No. 17656/ 
IF/WC, dated 17-12-71, formmg subject of annex- 
ure *B’ to the complaint? 

5. The charge on the basis of which annual increment 
of Shri Katku has been stopped is not in any way connected 
with the matter in dispute, forming subject matter of re- 
ference No. 2/C of 1971, which was pending at that time, 
and as such it is held that there was no necessity for the 


respondents to have secured prior permisBion for taking the 
action, regarding which the complaint has been made. 

That being so, the complaint is held to be not maintain- 
able and award is given accordingly. 

P. P. R. SAWHNY, Presiding Officer 
[No. L. 42012/1/73/LRIII] 


New Delhi, the 23rd March, 1973 

S.0.977. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Madhujorc Colliery of Messrs, Madhujore Coal Company 
Private Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 17th March, 1973. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 38 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Madhujorc 
Colliery of Messrs. Madhujore Coal Company Pri- 
vate Limited, Post Office ajoragram, District Burd- 
wan. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present ; 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers- -None. 

On behalf of Workmen — None. 

State : West Bengal. Indiistrj^ : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 


By Order No. L/19012/13/72-LR. TT dated the 9th June, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment* 
referred the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Madhujore Col- 
liery of Messrs. Madhujore Coal Company Private Limited, 
Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan and their workmen, 
to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely : 

"Whether the managcnicnt of Madhujore Colliery ol 
Messrs. Madhujorc Coal Company Private Limited, 
Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan is justi- 
fied in stopping from work Shri Ranilakhau Shaw, 
Mining Sirdar, with effect from the IMh November, 
1971 ? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled?” 

2. This case was fixed for admission of the memorandum 
of compromise filed earlier, if law so permits or for submi- 
ssion of views of parties about the case on 7-3-1973. The case 
was also fixed for the similar purpose on 22-1-1973 and 
9-2-73 but nobody appears from either side though the notices 
of this Tribunal were duly been served upon them. 

3. In view of the constant absence of parties, it is presumed 
that there is no dispute exists between parties. Accordingly, 
a 'no-dispute’ award is rendered in this reference case. 

This is my award. 

Dated 12-3-1973. 


S. N. BAGCHL Presiding Officer. 
[No. L-19012/13/72-LRTT) 



1446 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 31, 1973/CHAITRA 10, 1895 


S,0, 978. — In pnrpuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in i elation to the management of 
Madhujorc Colliery of Messrs. Madhujore Coal Company 
Private Limited, Post Oflicc Kajoragram, District Burdwan 
and their workmen, which wa.s received by the Central 
Government on the 17th March,, 1973. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMUNT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 


CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 34 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Madhujorc 
Colliery of Messrs. Madhujore Coal Company Private 
Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan, 

AND 

rheir workmen. 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances i 

On behalf of Employers — None. 

On behalf of Workmen — None. 

State; West Bengal. liidoslry : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/190i2/14/72-LR. TT dated the 20th May, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, DcpaitmenL of Labour and Employment, 
referred the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Madhujorc Col- 
liery of Messrs. Madhujore Coal Company Private Limited, 
Post Office Kajoragraru, District Burdwan and their workmen, 
to this Tribunal, for adjiidicauon, namely ; 

‘'Whether the action of the management of Madhujorc 
Colliery of Messrs. Madhujore Coal Corn p any Private 
iJmitcd, Post Olfice Kajoragram, District Burdwan, 
in stopping Shii Surainath Singh, Mining Sirdar, 
from work with cfFccl from the 21st June, 1971 and 
subsequently dismissing him from service with 
effect from the 2au December, 1971 is justified? 
If not, to what relief is the workman entitled ?”. 

2. This case was fixed for admission of the memorandum 

of compromise filed earlier, if law so permits or for submi- 
ssion of views of parties about the case on 7-3-1773. 1 he case 

wjis also fixed for the similar purpose on 224-1973 and 
9-2-73 but nobody appears from cither side though the notices 
of this Tribunal were duly beer: served upon them. 

3. In view of the constant absence of parties, it is picsumed 
that there is no dispute exists between parties. Accordingly, 
a ‘no-dispute' awaid is rendered in this reference case. 

This is my award. 

Dated 12-3-1973. 

S, N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer 


[No. L-.I9012/14/72-LR1L] 

S.O. 979. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 


[Part IT — 


between the employers in relation to the management ot 
Madhujore Colliery of Messrs. The Madhujore Coal Company 
(Private) Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Go- 
vernment on the 17th March, 1973. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 42 of 1972 

PartlcBi 

Employers in relation to the management of Madhujore 
Colliery of Messrs. The Madhujore Coal Company 
(Private) Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District 
Burdwan. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances! 

On behalf of Employers — ^Nonc. 

On behalf of Workmen. — None. 

State: West Bengal Industry; Coal Minff 


AWARD 


By Order No. L/19012/20/72-LR. TI, dated the 28th June, 
1972, the Government or India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, 
referred the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Madhujorc Col- 
liery_ of Messrs. The Madhujore Coal Company (Private) 
Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan and their 
workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the management of Madhujore Colliery of 
Messrs The Madhujore Coal Company (Private) 
Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan 
is justified in dismissing Shii Balkvshun Ahir, Tram- 
mer with effect from the 13th November, 1971? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 


2. This case was fixed for admission of the memorandum of 
compi'omise filed earlier, if law so pciniits or for submission 
of views of parties about the case on 7-3-1973. The case 
was also fixed for the similar purpose on 22-1-1973 and 
9-2-1973 but nobody appears from either side though the 
notices of this Tribunal wore duly been served upon them. 


3. In view of the constant absence of parties, it is presumed 
that there is no dispute cxi.sts between parties. Accordingly, 
a ‘no-dispute’ award is rendered in this reference case. 

This is my award. 

Dated 12-3-1973. 

S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Oincci. 


[No. L-i9ai2/20/72-LRlIj 

S.O. 980. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Governrncnl 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the induslrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of lealgora Colliery of Messrs the East Indian Coal Company 

Limited, Post Office Jealgora, DistiicL Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govcrmneiit 

on the 20th March, 1973, 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(l)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 44 of 1971 


the Bharat Coking Coal Limited stating that it has no ob^ 
jection to being added as a party and prayed for a months' 
time for filing a written statement. Accordingly, the Bharat 
Coking Coal Timtled was added as a party in the reference 
and lime was allowed to file its written statement. On 
1-5-1972 writ ten statement on behalf of the Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited wus filed. 


Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Jealgora Colliery of 
Messrs. The East Indian Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad, 

AND \ 

Their Workmen. 


5. On 30-1-73 some documents were filed both by the 
management and by the workmen. The documents filed by 
the employers, on admission, were marked Exts. MZ to M7 
and documents filed on behalf of the workmen, on admis- 
sion, were marked Exts. W1 to W4, On 28-2-73 two 
further items of documents were filed by Shri B. Lai appear- 
ing on behalf of the workmen and on waiver of formal 
proof those documents were marked Hxts. W5 and W6. 


Present: 

Shri D. D. Seth —Presiding Officer, 

Appcaranceii: 

For the old employers — Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate 
with Shri J, N. P, Sahi, Labour and Law Adviser. 

For the Bharat Coking Coal Limited— Shri S. S. Mukher- 
jee, Advocate with Shri J. N. P. Sahi, Labour and 
Law Adviser. 

For the Workmen — Shri B, l.al, Advocate. 

State: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 


Dhanbad, the 12th March, 1973 


award 

This is a reference under section 10(l)(d) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 and arises out of an order No, 
L-2012/8/71-LR.1L dated. New Delhi, the 20th August, 
1971, passed by the Central Government,, Ministry of 

I.abour and Rehabilitation, in respect of an industrial dispute 
between the parties mentioned above. The subject matter 
of the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said 
order and runs as follows: 


1. “Whether Shri Ram Pratap, Miners’ Sirdar of Jeal- 

gora Colliery of Messi-s, The Hast Indian Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Jealgora, District 
Dhanbad, is enlitled to ‘Sirdari Commission’ over 
the tubs of coal raised by a minimum strength of 
Miners and loaders. If so, what is that minimum 
strength and consequently to what relief is the 
workman entitled?” 

2. "Whether refusal of the management of Jealgora 

Colliery of Messrs East Indian Coal Company 
Limited, Post Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad to 
pay Profit Sharing Bonus under the Payment of 
Bonus Act, 1965 to Shri Ram Pratap, Miners’ 
Sirdar on the tubs raised by the minimum strength 
of miners-CMr7;-loQders from the year 1969 onwards 
is justified? If not, to what relief is the said woi>,- 
iTian entitled and since when?” 

2. The reference was received by this Tribunal on 25-8- 
1971 and notices were issued to the parties on the 26th of 
August, 1971. 


3. On 29-10-1971 a ^statement of claims on behalf of 
the workmen”, was filed in ffie office of the Tribunal bv 
Shn B. La], Vice-President. Colliery Mazdoor Sahha. 


4. On 4-11-1971 Shn B. Lai, appearing on behalf of th< 
workmen filed an application prnyiag that the Custodial 
General and the Custodian be added as parties to (he refe 
rence and notices were issued to these authorities to shov 
cause why they should not be impleaded as parties' o 
prayed for. On 7-1-1972 Shri J N. P. Sahi, .QppearJni 
for both the old employers and the Custodian General file! 
two written statements, one on behalf of the Custodial 
General and the other on behalf of the Custodian an. 
prayed for three weeks’ time for filmg the written stntcmen 
qn behalf of the old employers. On 28-1*1972 Shri S ^ 
Mukherjee filed a written statement on behalf of the ’ni' 
employers- On 24-3-J972 an application was received fron 


6. The workman’s case, put briefly, as contained in their 
statement of claims is that Ram Pratap has been working 
as a Miners' Sirdar in the colliery concerned for more than 
20 years. That formerly he used to work as a loader him- 
self and algo as a Miners’ Sirdar and as a loader he was 
getting wages for loading tubs and for working as a Miners’ 
Sirdar he was getting sardari commission at the rate of 0.19 
paise per tub of “coal raised” by the miners and loaders 
working under his supervision. From March, 1966 Ram 
Pratap was directed by the employers to work only as a 
Miners’ Sirdar and accordingly he devoted his whole time 
to supervise the work of the miners and loaders. Later on 
he ceased to work as a loader and stopped loading coal 
himself for which he was getting wages per tub or coal 
raised by him. In paragraph 5 of the workmen’s written 
statement it is stated that Ram Pratap has been as a Miners’ 
Sirdar directly under the control and the “management of 
the employers” and ho is paid quarterly bonus as per Coal 
Mines Bonus Scheme, Leave Wages as per Mines Act, Profit 
Sharing Bonus as per Payment of Bonus Act and he is a 
member of Coal Mines Provident Fund. These privilege 
arc allowed only to a working miners’ sirdar and not to 
others. Ram Pratap was required by the management to 
be present at the collieiy to get his attendance marked and 
ho was entitled to receive quarterly bonus and profit shar- 
ing bonus and other remuneration only when he put the re- 
quired minimum number of attendance at the colliery like 
other employees. The concerned workman was working as 
a Miners’ Sirdar and sardari commission was paid to him 
and according to the workmen that commission is wage as 
defined in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The minimum 
sanctioned strength of miners and loaders allotted to Ram 
Pratap had all along been 32. This sanctioned strength 
varied upwaids and was not to go below 32 and whenever 
any occasion arose which caused a short fall in the number 
of miners and loaders allotted to Ram Pratap, the manage- 
ment was liable to compensate the number of mincre and 
loaders transferring them from other places to work under 
his sardarighlp. According to the workmen this was being 
done to protect his sirdari commission from being reduced 
"from a minimum". The case of the workman further is 
that for sometime past the employci’s deliberately avoided to 
replace the miners and loaders falling from the minimum 
strength which caused huge reduction in Ram Pratan’s 
weekly sirdari commission to the extent that sometimes he 
was only paid Rs, 5 per week. It is also stated in para- 
graph 10 of the workmen's written statement that the miners 
and loaders , working under Ram Pratap were transferred to 
other miners’ sirdar or in some cases to work under 
"Slrkari” i.e. directly under the supervision of the colliery 
management which was in violation of the service conditions 
of Ram Pratap and which was done only to cause Joss to 
him as regards his sirdari commission. Ram Pratap, accord- 
ing to the workmen, is entitled to receive sirdari commission 
over mbs of coal raised by a minimum strength of miners 
tmd loaders. The minimum strength of miners and loaders 
has been fixed by various awards even for the lowest cate- 
gory of workmen. The minimum strength of miners and 
loaders allotted to Ram Pratap has been 32 and he is 
entitled to that minimum numher that there may not be 
any reduction in his wages below the minimum. In para- 
graph 15 of the workmen’s written statement it is stated that 
Ram Pralap has been entrusted to act as a miners’ sirdar 
which work is supervisory in nature and interest of Justice 
requires that in no case "his minimum should be fixed below 
that of a miner. The Central Wage Board has fixed cate- 
gory TV for miners and loaders arid in that view of the 
matter the category of the concerned workman should bo 
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witegory V and he should not be allowed “to have minimum 
wzgea than that of a workman of category V as per Re- 
commendations of the Central Wage Board already imple- 
mented by the management”, Tn paragraph 16 of the 
workmen’s written statement it is stated that employers have 
been paying profit sharing bonus to Ram Pratap under the 
Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 on imaginary figures in viola- 
tion of law. The case of the workmen is that the slrdari 
commission paid to Shri Ram Pratap amounts to wages as 
er definition given in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and 
e is also entitled to receive bonus under the Payment of 
Bonus Act on the basis of sirdari commission. 

7. The case of the old management, as contained in its 
written statement is that both the items which are in dispute 
in the present reference were the subject matter for deci- 
sion in an application under section 33C(2) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, being application No. LC.20 of 1970, 
filed by Ram Pratap before the Central Government Labour 
Court at Dhanbad and that after contest the Labour Court 
rejected the contentions of Ram Pratap by an order dated 
23-1-1971, and hence the present dispute raised in this 
reference is barred by the principle of resjudicata. Accord- 
ing to the old management Ram Pratap was a non-working 
miners’ sirdar in the colliery concerned and there was 
neither any agreement nor there was amv condition of 
service of Ram Pratap to provide him any fixed minimum 
strength of miners and loaders. As a non-working minors’ 
sirdar Shri Ram Pratap was getting the commission on the 
tubs of coal raised by the miners and loaders of his gang 
and the strength is varied from time to time and since it 
is not a condition of service of Ram Pratap to provide him 
with any minimum strength of miners and loaders, no indus- 
trial dispute can legally be raised by him in this regard. 
The management denies that Shri Ram Pratap is entitled 
to the allotment of the minimum strength of miners and 
loaders and, as such, the question of fixing the minimum 
strength docs not arise. Tn paragraph 12 of the old manage- 
ment’s written statement it is stated that besides Shri Ram 
Pratap there are other non-working miners* sirdars and no 
minimum strength of miners and loaders has been fixed to 
any one of them. The strength of miners and loaders for 
these miners’ sirdars varied and they received sirdari com- 
mission on the basis of number of miners and loaders under 
their supervision during the week concerned. Tn regard to 
the demand of Shri Ram Pratap for payment of Profit Shar- 
ing Bonus the case of the old management is that this claim 
cannot be made the subject matter of adjudication. In 
paragraph 14 it Is stated that since there was no minimum 
stren^h of mlners-cum-loaders fixed for allotment to 
Shri Ram Pratap the very basis of the demand as mentioned 
in item no. 2 of the schedule to the present reference is 
imaginary and Shri Ram Pratap is not entitled to receive 
the payment of Profit Sharing Bonus from the year 1969 
onwards on the basis of imaginary minimum strength of 
miners and loaders. According to the old management Ram 
Pratap is not entitled to any relief on the disputes mentioned 
In items 1 and 2 of the schedule of the reference. 

8. Written statements filed on behalf of the Custodian 
General and the Custodian are almost identical and their 
case is that the management of the colliery concerned was 
taken over by the Government with effect from 17-10-1971 
and, as such, the Custodian General and Custodian have no 
concern with the alleged disputes which is the subject matter 
of the present reference. They also stated that the Custo- 
dian General and Custodian are in no way liable or res- 
ponsible for any act of the past management prior to the 
date of taking over of the colliery concerned under the pro- 
visions of Coking Coal Mines (Emergency Provisions) Act 
1971. 

9. A written statement on behalf of the Bharat Coking 

Cofld Co. Limited dated 1-5-1972 has been filed and the case 
of the Bharat Coking Coal T^td., is that there did not exist 
any relationship of employers and employee between it and 
the workman concerned and, as such, no award can be 
passed against Bharat Coking Coal Co. Ltd. The Bharat 
Coking Coal Co. limited, without prejudice to the above 
contentions, adopted the written statement filed by the outl 
going employers on merits. ^ 

10. As is clear from what has been staled above the case 
of Shri Ram Pratap is that he is a working miners' sirdar, jj 
A reference to the working and non-working miners’ sirdar 
can b© found in the Colliery Disputes (Arbitration) Award 


which is popularly known as the Das Gupta Award. Issues 
7 and 8 before Shri Das Gupta related to miners* sirdars and 
trammers’ sirdars and loading sirdars’. At page 44 of Das 
Gupta Award the position of the miners’ sirdar is mention- 
ed. The relevant portion at page 44 of Das Gupta Award 
Ls as follows : — ^*The position in respect of the miners’ 
sirdars is a little different. Some of the miners’ sirdars work 
with other members of their respective gangs and some do 
not. Those who work with the other members of the gang 
are paid a commission in addition to the wages they cam 
along with the other members of their respective ganw. 
Those who do not work are paid only the commission. This 
commission is related to the production of the members of 
the respective gangs of the sirdars”. 

It. According to Das Gupta award Sirdars are in two 
categories : 

(1) Working, and 

(2) Non- working. 

Regarding these two categories of sirdars the relevant 
observations of Shri Das Gupta are at page 45 of his award 
and run as follows : — 

“The non-working sirdars are paid only commission on 
the out-put. The working sirdars work along with the 
members of their respective gangs and earn wajges along 
with the other workers In addition to the commission whiS 
were paid to them on the same basis as the other classes of 
sirdars. The trammers’ and loaders’ sirdars who work with 
the members of their respective gangs are paid only a re- 
tention allowance in addition to wages they earn along with 
other members of their gangs". 

12. Paragraph 10 at page 46 of the Das Gupta Award is 
also relevant and runs as follows 

'Tn the past the sirdars used to supply labour to the 
collieries. Colliery labour was migratory in the past and 
sirdars had to recruit labour and supply labour to the col- 
liery and were paid a commission on the output of their 
men. The Commission was related to the output of the 
men of the sirdars, obviously as an inducement to the sirdars 
to supply hard working men. The sirdars had full control 
on his men and could withdraw them from collieries at 
their will. These men have since been absorbed as direct 
workmen under the collieries. Now with the progress of the 
welfare activities of the colliery workers, the service condi- 
tions have become fairly attractive and there is no longer 
any necessity to send out men for recruitment of labour as 
in the past. In the past, these sirdars supervised the work 
of their men because on the results of their men depended 
their commission”. 


13. Paragraph 14 of Das Gupta Award runs as follows : — 

“From the evidence on the record I can fairly conclude 
that of the miners’ sirdars, some work with the members of 
the gangs, and that of those who do not work with the 
memDcrs of the gangs some carry on supervision and some 
have no activity at all. Of those who carry on supervision, 
such supervision in some cases are imposed by the manage- 
ment wnilc in other cases it is self-imposed. Those on whom 
supervision has been imposed by the management should 
come under the category of working sirdars. It is clear 
from the letter No. CPF/ 12, dated 7-5-1951 of the Coal- 
mines Provident Fund Commissioner which excludes non- 
working sirdars in Coal mines from the Coalmines Bonus 
Scheme defines the term “working sirdars”. Clause (ii) under 
paragraph 1 of the letter indicates that to be a working 
sirdar, the sirdar need not do manual work along with other 
members of his gang. If he actively supervises a gang of 
not less than 13 workers on the average throughout the 
banus period, he will be eligible for bonus as a working 
sirdar. This letter is appended to this award and marked 
Appendix E/1. I may accordingly classify the sirdars as 
indicated below 

(1) Working sirdars : — 

(a) Those who do manual work with the members 
of their respective gangs; 

(b) Those who actively supervise a gang of not less 
than 13 persons on an average. 
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Supervision contemploted under this clause must be 
such supeivifilon as has been imposed on the 
sirdars by the management and brings the sirdar 
under the control and discipline of the manage- 
ment. 

(2) Non- working Sirdars — 

(a) Sirdars who do not work along with the other 
members of their respective gangs or are not re- 
quired by the management to carry on any 
supervisory duties and are not subjected to the 
control and discipline of the management as 
indicated in clause 1(b) but do some supervisory 
work which arc self-imposed and arc prompted 
by self-interest to increase the outputs of their 
respective gangs and their remuneration. 

(b) Sirdars who have no activity, manual or super- 
visory, imposed by the management or self- 
imposed who may be called sleeping sirdars". 


14. It appears from Das Gupta award that among non- 
working miners' sirdars there are widows and minors and 
some were actually working in other capacities, such as shot- 
firers, switch board attendants, chipping mazdoors and 
clerks, thus, rendering supervision by them merely a misno- 
mer. Shii Das Gupta held that non- working sirdars and 
sleeping sirdars have no justification to claim any increase 
in their sirdari rate. As regards working sirdars as defined 
by Shri Das Gupta, he held that the sirdari rate which 
they were getting are sufficient remuneration for the little 
supervision^ if any, they did over their co- workers while 
working with them and that as such in the case of the 
working sirdars also sirdari rate did not call for any increment. 
Shri Das Gupta also pointed out that working miners 
sirdars are entitled to wages along with other members of 
his gang. 

15. According to the Wage Board Recommendations, as 
is clear from page 170 of the Recommendations (Vol. J) the 
Wage Board classified piece rated workers into five groups 
namely : — ■ 



Basic Wage Fall 

back Wage 


Rs. 

Rs. 

Group I 

5.25 

5,00 

Group U 

5.40 

5.00 

Group Til 

5.90 

5.25 

Group IV 

6.00 

6.00 

Group V 

6.75 

6.00” 


The Board recommends the following work-loads for earn- 
ing their group-wage: 


“Pick Miner — T tub of 36 eft. 
or 36 eft. 

Machine Loader — 2 tubs of 36 eft. 
or 72 eft. 


Fixed by 
[ Majumdar 
^Tribunal and 
I modified by 

J L.A.T." 


16. I shall now briefly discuss the oral and documentary 
evidence produced by the parties. 


17. On behalf of the management only one witness namely 
Shri K. C* Dulta, M.W. I was examined. He staled that 
he has been working in the colliery concerned since Novem 
her, 1954 and that in 1972 he was promoted as Office 
Superintendent Labour Personnel Administration. The wit- 
ness knows Shri Ram Pratap, the concerned workman, 
whom he described as a non- working miners* sirdar. Ac- 
cording to Shri K. C, Dutta the letters “N.W.*' appearing 
in the annexure to Ext, M 4 stand for non- working miners’ 
sirdars. Shri K, C, Dutta further stated that the non-work- 
ing miners’ sirdars are paid bonus under the Coal Mines 
Bonus Scheme only when they supervise a minimum strength 
of 13 rniners and also stated that no minimum number of 
miners is fixed for the snpeiwision of cither Shri Rain Pra- 
tap or any other miners’ sirdar. Profit Sharing Bonus is 
paid to the non-working miners' sirdars on the basis of their 
64 O of T/72^5 


compensatory allowance. In cross-examination by Shri 
B. Lai, appearing on behalf of the workmen Shri K, C. 
DulUi stated that .Shri Ram Pratap has been working as 
rnincMs' siiOai' in the culliery concerned since 1962 and is 
getting qumtorly bonus under the Coal Mines Bonus LScheme 
even at piescnt and that Coal Mines Provident T und con- 
l rib II lion is deducted from his wages even now and also that 
he gets Profit vSharing Bonus under the Payment of Bonus 
Act even now. According to the witness both working and 
non- working miners’ sirdars arc eligible to be members of 
Coal Mines Provident Fund. Shri Dutta further stated that 
a non- working miners' sirdar is also required to get his 
attendance marked in the colliery, 

18. On behalf of the workmen two witnesses were examin- 
ed. Shobhnath, W.W. I stated that he knows Shri Ram Pratap 
miners’ sirdar In the colliery concerned. The workmen of 
the colliery get identity card from the company’s l.abour 
Office. The witness was shown two identity cards in res- 
pect of Shri Ram Pratap and stated that these two identity 
cards had been signed by the Labour Officer of the Colliery 
and that the witness recognises his signatures. The two 
identity cards are marked Ext. W 7 and W 8, Provident 
Fund Acounts of the employees arc mentioned in the two 
identity cards. Shri Ram Pratap gets quarterly bonus under 
the Coal Mines Bonus Scheme. In cross-examination by 
Shri S- S. Mukherjee, appearing on behalf of the manage- 
ment, Shri Shobhnath stated that he was dismissed from 
the service of the colliery in 1965 and has not been rein- 
stated since then. The witness admitted that Shri Ram 
Pratap was working previously also as a miner and was 
getting wages for the same. Shri Shobhnath slated lhat he 
did not know if after March, 1966 Ram Pratap has been 
working as a miners’ sirdar. 

19. W.W, 2 is the concerned workman Shri Ram Pratap 
who stated that he is working in the concerned colliery as 
a miners’ sirdar and that he has to present himself in the 
colliery at 8 0*Clock in the morning and to get his attend- 
ance marked and thereafter he gets the attendance of the 
workmen working under his supervision marked. It is his 
job to see that the lamps are issued to the workmen work 
under him. Shri Ram Pratap slated that he gels quarterly 
bonus under the Coal Mines Bonus Scheme and that Coni 
Mines Provident Fund contribution is deducted from his 
wages even now. He also stated that he gets Profit Sharing 
Bonus also and gets yearly earned leave. In cross-examina- 
tion by Shri Mukherjee Shri Ram Pratap stated that after 
March, 1966 he has been working us miners’ sirdar only 
and that he receives commission on the number of miners 
that work under his supervision at a certain rate. The rate 
per tub of coal raised by the miners paid to the witness 
is 0.19 pnise, which is the raised rate per tub after the 
implementation of the Wage Board Recommendations, Pre- 
viously the rate was 0.15 paisc. On a question being put 
by Shri Mukherjee whether it is a fact that the witness was 
paid Rs. 1.43 paiso per day as compensatory allowance 
besides the commission the witness answered in the affirma- 
tive and stated that he is getting compensatory allowance at 
the rate of Rs, 1.43 paise per day. 

20. Ext. Ml is a letter addressed by the management to 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad and is 
dated 29-3-1971, This exhibit is in relation to the industrial 
dispute between the management and their workmen over the 
alleged stoppage of sirdari commission of Shri Ram Pratap, 
Miners’ Sirdar. In Ext. M 1 it is mentioned that in an appli- 
cation (No. L.C, 20 of 1970) filed by vShri Ram Pratap, 
the non-working miners* sirdar before the Central Govern- 
ment Labour Court, Dhanbad under section 33C(2) of the 
fndusfrial Disputes Act, 1947, all the cinim.s now raised by 
the said Shri Ram Pratap were fully examined and the 
Labour Court, by its ordci-, dated 23-1-1971 rejected the con- 
tentions of Shri Ram Pratap and it is also mentioned that 
since the contentions of Shri Ram Pratap have already been 
examined by a j'lidicial authority the same matters cannot 
be re-onened for discussion now. Ext. M 2 is a letter dated 
13-4-1971 addressed bv the management to the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad in regard to the itvius- 
trial ^ dispute between the mnnaement and the workmen* re- 
garding the alleged slonnage of sirdari commission of Shri 
Ram Pratap, Miners’ Sirdar and in this Tetter also it has 
been stated that the contentions now being raised bv Shri 
Ram Pratap have already been examined by a judicial 
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authority and, therefore, such matters cannot be rc-opened 
for discussion afiain. In regard to Exts. M 1 and M 2 it 
may be stated that although a plea has been taken by the 
management in its written statement that the present reference 
is barred by the principle of res-judicata, no argument re- 
garding it was advanced before me by Shri S. S. Mukherjee, 
Ext. M 3 is a copy of the order dated 23-1-1971 passed by 
the Central Government l.abonr Court at Dhanbad on an 
application filed by Shri Ram Pratap under section 33C(2) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Application No. LC. 20 
of 1970). In the application under section 33C(2) Shri Ram 
Pratap's case was that he was working in two capacities 
from the period March, 1966 to February, 1970 i.c. he was 
working as a loader as well as a miners’ sirdar and was a 
working miners’ sirdar. Whereas, according to the manage- 
ment Shri Ram Pratap was only a non-working miners’ 
filrdar. In the application under section 33C(2) the Central 
Government Labour Court at Dhanbad had framed the 
following three points for determination; — 

“(1) Whether the applicant himself worked as a loader 
and as such entitled to his wages as claimed by 
him; 

(2) Whether he is entitled to commission as claimed by 
him and 

(c) Whether he is entitled to profit sharing bonus for the 
3 years as claimed by him.” 

21. After discussing the oral and documentary evidence 
produced by the parties the Central Government Labour 
Couil held that the amount of Rs. 8.58 per week paid to 
Shri Ram Pratap did not represent any wage but was only 
compensatory allowance for food and cash which was being 
paid to him prior to the Das Gupta Award. The Central 
Government Labour Court further held that from the 
material before it the inference was clear that Shri Ram 
Pratap did not do loading work nor had he received wages 
as a loader from 1966 which fact had been admitted by him 
and hence the Court held that there was no substance in 
the case of Shri Ram Pratap that he was entitled to the 
wages as claimed by him. 

22, The Court further held that he commission earned 
by Shri Ram Pratap was not constant but was fluctuating 
and hence there was no basis for the case put forth by him 
that he was allotted the minimum number of 32 miners and 
loaders and that he was entitled to get commission on the 
calculation of tubs raised by 32 miners and loaders. The 
Court came to a finding that there was no substance in the 
case putforth by Shri Ram Pratap and his claim for com- 
mission could not be sustained. As regards the claim of 
Shri Ram Pratap for Profit Sharing Bonus for the years 1966, 
1967 and 1968 at the rate of Rs. 150/- per year, the 
Central Government Labour Court held that no material 
had been brought on record on behalf of Shri Ram Pratap 
to show that he was entitled to Profit Sharing Bonus for the 
year 1966. As regards the year 1968 it was held the Pro- 
fit Sharing Bonus of Rs. 32.44 was due to Shri Ram Pratap 
for that year and he was paid Rs. 32.88, The Court further 
held that Rs. 32.44 was lying unpaid for the year 1967 
and the sum of Rs. 33,88 was paid to him and hence the 
claim of Shri Ram Pratap for profit sharing bonus for the 
year 1966 and 1968 could not sustained. In the result the 
Central Government Labour Court found that the claim 
application of Shri Ram Pratap was liable to be dismissed 
except to the extent of Rs. 32.34 as profit .sharing bonus 
for the year 1967. Ext. M 4 is an important document. It 
is an office order dated 5-5-1967 and was issued from the 
Chi^f Minin Engineer’s office of the concerned colliery and 
relates to miners’ sirdars. Paragraph 4 of Ext. M 4 is rele- 
vant for the purpose of the present reference and is re- 
produced as below : — 

‘The list showing the revised maximum sanctioned com- 
plement of loaders/mincrs of each Sirdar is attached here- 
with which a sirdar could have at one time depending upon 
the working conditions (one loader shall be regarded as 
equivalent to 2 pick miners)”. The annexnre to Ext, M 4 
is also important. It is a list showing the revised sanctioned 
complement in respect of the miners sirdars of the concerned 
colliery with cITect from 15-,5-t967. In annexure T to Ext. 
M4 Shri Ram Pratap’s name occurs at SI. No. 15 and he 
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shown as “N.W.” i.e. n non-working miners' sirdar with a 
sanctioned complement of 30 miners. Ext. M 5 is the list 
of attendance register foi’ the years 1969 jo 1971. Ext. M 6 
is the sirdari commission sheet for the year 1968 and Ext. 
M 7 is the sirdari commission sheet for the year 1971, 

23. Ext. W1 is dated the 20lh September, 1972 and is 
addressed to Shri Ram Pratap, Miners’ sardar by the sub- 
area Manager of Bharat Coking Coal Limited. Since Shri B. 
Lai, appearing for the workmen, has placed great reliance 
on Ext. W1 it is relevant to quote the contents of Ext. Wl 
in full. They arc as follows: 

“You may be aware that the M, C. Loaders under 
your Sirdarship have been adopting go-slow tactics, 
ns a result the production is suffering very badly 
in the Jcalgora Colliery. 

As you know that now this mine bolongs to the 
B.C.C.I.. and which is an enterprise of the Govern- 
ment of India and that their demand of daily make 
up wages can not be met as this is not in line with 
the recommendations of Coal Wage Board. 

You arc advised to impress the M, C. Loaders of th© 
correct situation and to impress them to desist 
from all sorts of illegal and anti-nationEd activities. 
Please note that if positive result does not come out 
within 24 hours after receipt of this letter by you, 
it will be presumed that either you have not done 
the duty for which you have been paid the com- 
mission or that you have no control over the 
miners. 

Please note that in both the eventualities, I would be 
forced to thiuk seriously that the utility of conti- 
nuing you as a Sirdar is fniitless and I would 
accordingly approach the appropriate authorities 
for terminating your Sirdarship immediately”. 

24. Exts. W2, W3 and W4 are leave permits pertaining 
to Shri Ram Pratap. Ext. W5 is dated 18th December, 1968 
and is addressed to Shri Ram Pratap by the Manager of the 
colliery concerned and it shows that on the date of the 
exhibit Shri Ram Pratap, Miners' Sardar was short of 6 
pick miners against his sanctioned strength and he was given 
some pick miners from another pit to work under him with 
effect from 18th December, 1968. Ext. W6 is a letter 
dated the 11 th October, 1972 and is addressed to Shri Ram 
Pratap, Miners' Sardar by the Sub- Are a Manager of Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited. Great reliance on this exhibit has 
also been placed by Shri B. Lai and hence the contents of 
this exhibit arc reproduced below: — 

“We are In receipt of your letter dated the 10th October, 
1972. 

Please note that in view of your work to impress upon 
the miners to desist from Go-slow tactics, necessary 
instruction arc being issued to pay your com- 
mission. 

But you are advised to impress yourself and to impress 
upon your loaders to follow the grievance procedure 
and to abide by the Standing Orders in future. 

Please also note that your performance as a Miners’ 
Sirdar will be watched for some time, and the 
utility to retain you as Miners’ Sirdar will be 
reviewed on your future performance”. 

25. Exts. W7 and W8 are the identity cards in relation 
to Shri Ram Pratap, Miners’ Sirdar. Ext. W7 is in respect of 
the quarter ending March, 1971 and gives the provident 
fund account number of Shri Ram Pratap and Ext. W8 is 
for the quarter ending March, 1972. This also gives the 
provident fund account number of Shri Ram Pratap. 

26. I shall now deal with the two items of disputes re- 
ferred to this Tribunal for adjudication by the Central Gov- 
ernment. 

27. Item No, 1. — Shri B. Lai, appearing on behalf of 
the workmen, contended that the number of miners and 
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(oaderii whose work Ram Pcatap had to supervise was fixed 
by the management al the minimum of 32 and that when- 
ever the number under him fell Rhort oC 32 the manage- 
ment was allowing to Shii Ram Pratap such miners who 
were directly working under the management to maintain 
the minimum strength of 32, According to Siiri B. Lai, 
with elFect from December, 1969 the management started 
reducing the number of miners and loaders allotted to 
Shri Ram Pratap with the result that his commisRion went 
down. Shri Mukerjee, appearing for the management, 
denied the case of Shri Ram Pratap and contended that the 
maximum number of miners allotted to Shri Ram Pratap 
was 30 and that figure fluctuated from time to lime and 
that Shri Ram Pratap was paid commission on the tubs 
raised by the actual number of miners working under him. 
No document ha.s been produced by Shri Ram Pratap to 
show that the sanctioned strength of miners and loaders 
working under him was 32. la fact, Shri B. Lai, appearing 
for the workmen, had to concede before me that there is 
no document on record to prove what was the minimum 
attached to the office order, Ext. M4 and at SI. No. 1.5 the 
Pratap. As already slated above Ext. M4 is an office order 
dated the 5th May, 1967 rc-organising the sardari system in 
the colliery. Paragraph 4 of that office order refers to the 
list showing the revised maximum sanctioned complement of 
loaders /miners of each sirdar and also states that one loader 
shall be regard as equivalent to two pick miners. A list is 
attached to the office order, Ext. M4 and at SI. No. 15 the 
name of Shri Ram Pratap is mentioned showing that his 
revised sanctioned complement with effect from 15th May, 
1967 was 30 miners. Thus, the 30 miners allotted to Shri 
Ram Pratap were equivalent to 15 loaders. Tt has, therefore, 
not been proved clmchingly that the number allotted to 
Shri Ram Pratap, vide Ext. M4, was the minimum or that 
the management was bound to make up the shortage or pay 
commission on the assumed number of tubs raised by 30 
miners, and hence there is no substance in the contention 
of Shri B, Lai that Shri Ram Pratap was aUolted the 
minimum number of 32 miners and loaders and that he 
was entitled to commission on the calculation of tubs raised 
by 32 miners and loaders. The next contention of Shri B. 
Lai is that Shri Ram Pratap is a working miners’ sirdar and 
works under control and supervision of the management. 
In this connection Shri B. Lai submitted that no dispute can 
be raised regarding a non- working miners’ sirdar because the 
management has got no control of supervision over him. A 
non-working sirdar, according to Shri B. Lai is not a work- 
man, as defined in the Industrial Disputes Act In support 
of his contention Shri B. T.aJ pi need great reliance on Exts. 
W1 and AV6 whose contents have been quoted in full above. 
On the basis of these two exhibits Shri B. Lid contended that 
Shri Ram Pratap is working under the control and super- 
vision of the management and hence he is a working miners 
sirdar. Exts. W1 and W6 arc dated the 20th September, 
1972 and 11 th October, 1972 and are documents issued by 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited i,e. after the colliery had been 
taken over by the Central Government. These two docu- 
ments, therefore arc of a later date than when the present 
reference was made to this Tribunal for adjudication. The 
date of the present reference is 20th August, 1971 /.e. almost 
a year before the dates of Kxts. W1 and W6. The terms 
of the present reference are for the year 1969 onwards. 
Hence Kxts W1 and W6 cannot be of any help to the con- 
cerned workman and it cannot be said that in 1969 Shri 
Ram Pi-atap was working miners’ sirdar. No material has 
been placed before this Tribunal to show that in 1969 
Shri Ram Pratap was vvorking as a miners’ sirdar under 
the control and supervision of the management. Exts W7 
and W8 are the identity cards in respect of Shri Ram 
Pratap for the years 1971 and 1972 respectively. From 
these two exhibits we find the commission earned by 
Shri Ram Pratap during the period when the colliery was 
taken over by the Central Goveimment. The terms of the 
present reference are however, for the year 1969 onwards. 
Even Shri Ram Pratap has deposed that he received com- 
mission at the rate of 0.19 paise per day Ext. W7 and W8 
show that the commission given to Shri Ram Pratap varied 
which fact also shows that there was no Axed complement 
of miners and loaders in case of Shri Ram Pratap. 

27. Sliri H. J.al appearing for the workmen, conceded 
that there is no document on record to prove what was the 
minimum strength of mineiR’ in the case of Shri Ram Pratap 
and hence it muRt be concluded that Shri Ram Pratap has 
failed to establish hia crLsc of any minimum strength of 
miners that he was entitled to. Since Shri Ram Pratap has 
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failed to prove that he was entitled to sirdori commission 
over I he tubs of coal raised by the minimum strength of 
miners and loaders and since there is no document showing 
the minimum strength of miners in the case of Ram Pratap 
it is not possible to fix the minimum strength in his case. 

2 8. Shri K. C. Dutta, M.W. 1 has deposed that no numfcer 
of miners arc fixed for the supervision of either by Ram 
Pratap or any other miners’ sirdars. Shri B. Lai placed 
reliance on Ext. W5 which was addressed to Shri Ram 
Pratap by the Manager of the concerned colliery and in 
which it was stated that it was found that Ram Pratap 
was short of six qick miners against his sanctioned strength 
and hence he was given some other pick miners. Accordmg 
to Shri B. Lai other pick miners were given to Ram Pratap 
only when he had fallen short from the minimum strengtn 
that he had to supervise and, therefore, he had to be com- 
ber allotted to Shri Ram Pratap was the minimum or that 
the management was bound to make up the shortage or pay 
commission on the assumed number of tubs raised by 3u 
miners. Shri B. Lai further contended that as a working 
miners’ sirdar and according to Das Gupta Award (page 48 
of the award, the minimum strength of Miners under the 
supervision of Ram Pratap should not have been less than 13 
persons on the average. The observations in Das Gupta 
Award at page 48 to which Shri B. Lai referred to is as 
follow: — 

'‘If he actively supcjwises a gang of not less than 13 
workers on the avejago throughout the bonus 
period, he will be eligible for bonus as a working 
sirdar”. 

29. It has already been stated above that there is no 
document on record to show that Ram Pratap was entitled 
to any minimum strength of loaders and minors and this posi- 
tion has been conceded by Shri B. Lai appearing for the 
woikmen. This position is further strengthen from Ext. M4 
which document was called for from the management by the 
workmen and paragraph 4 of Ext. M4 which has already 
been quoted speaks of maximum sanctioned complement 
which a miners’ sirdar could have at one time and that too 
was to depend on the working conditions which means that 
the strength was to vary according to the exigency of circum- 
stances. Ram Pratap, WW.2, when he was examined on be- 
half of the workmen, himself, does not speak of his being 
entitled to any minimum strength of miners for supeivision 
work. There is no whisper about any minimum strength ip 
his deposition and hence I am constrained to hold that the 
workmen have failed to prove their case clinchingly either 
by oral or documentary evidence about Ram Pratap’s entitle- 
ment of any minimum strength of workers whose work ho 
had to supervise and also what was that minimum strength. 

30. Shi i B. Lai next contended that since Ram Pratap was 
required to get his attendance marked and was also to put 
eight hours’ duty, shows that his work was supervised by the 
management and, therefore, he is entitled to get the minimum 
strength of miners and loaders fixed, but according to Shri 
K. C. Dutta, M.W,1 even non-working miners’ sirdars arc 
required to get their attendance marked in the colliery and 
since the case put forward on behalf of Ram Pratap by 
Shri B, Lai is that the minimum strength of miners to which 
Ram Pratap was entitled to is 32 has not been clinchingly 
proved as there is no documentary evidence about it and this 
position has already been conceded by Shri B. Lai, there is no 
force in the contention of Shri B. Lai. 

31. 7hc next submission of Shri B Lai is that since Ram 
Pratap is required to supervise the work of miners and 
loaders who arc in category IV according to the Wage Board 
Recommendations he is entitled to get the wages of a work- 
man of category V. I am afraid I cannot go into this question 
in this reference as I have to confine myself to the terms of 
reference and I am not required to fix the wages of Ram 
Pratap in this reference. 

32. Shri B. Lai’s next contention is that since Ram Pratap 
was a member of Coal Mines Provident Fund Scheme and 
was getting Coal Mines Provident Fund, it shows that he was 
a working miners’ sirdar with a fixed minimum strength of 
miners whose work he has to supervise. According to Das 
Gupta Award (page 45) even a non-working sirdars can be- 
come a working sirdar for the purpose of Coal Mines Bonus 
Scheme. A non-working sirdar according to Das Gupta 
award, if he has got a complement of 13 miners will be 
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deemed to be a working sirdar for the purpose of calcLilalion 
6f bonus (see page 48 of Das Gupta Award). The non-worV- 
iDfi sirdar, if he supervises the work of not less than 13 
miners throughout the period of payment of bonus it to be 
treated as Working sirdar but his nomenclature dOes not 
change. 

33. From the above discussion I conclude that the work- 
men have failed to establish that Rom Pratap was entitled to 
any minimum strength of miners and hence the question of 
fixing that minimum strength in his case does not arise. 

34. Item No. 2 — In connection with this item of schedule 
of the reference Shri B, Lai contended that it is an admitted 
fact that Ram Pratap had been paid profit sharing bonus 
under the Payment of Bonus Act which the management had 
been paying to him not on commission received by Ram 
Pratap was entitled lo receive profits sharing bonus from 1969 
onwards. According to Shri B. Lai commission received by 
Shri Ram Pratap amounted to wages under the Payment of 
Bonus Act and m this connection Shri B Lai referred to sec- 
tion 10 of the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 which reads as 
follows: — 

“to. Subject to the provisions of sections 8 and 13, every 
employer shall be bound to pay to eveiy employee in an ac- 
counting year at minimum bonus which shall be four per cent 
of the salary or wage earned by the employee during the ac^ 
counting year or forty rupees, whichever is higher, whether 
there arc profits in the accounting year or not : 

Provided that where such employee has not completed 
liftcen years of age at the beginning of the accounting year, 
the provisions of this section shall nave effect in relation lo 
such employee as if for the words “forty rupees”, the words 
“twenty-five rupees” were substituted". 

35. Relying upon section 10 Shri B, Lai contended that the 
management was not justified in not taking into the account 
the commission paid to Ram Pratap In order lo decide the 
question of profit sharing bonus to him. 

36. Tn support of the above contention in regard to item 
no. 2 of the schedule of reference Shri B. Lai placed reliance 
on a judgment of the Supreme Court in Bhagaband Colliery 
and their workmen reported in 1962 (II) L.L.J. page 356 
at page 359, where their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
observed is as follows: — 

“What was paid to the respondents was no doubt com- 
missions at the rate of 3 pice per tab raised by the miners 
and a sirdai^of Rs. 2 per 100 tugs. According to the defini- 
tion of “wages” in the Act, all remuneration “capable of 
being expressed in terms of money" payable to a workman in 
respect of his employment or for the work done in such 
employment would mean wages. The commission payable to 
sirdars being expressed in terms of money thus falls within 
the definition”. 

37. Bhagaband’s case wiis in regard to “wages” as defined 
in the Industrial Disputes Act. In the instant reference wc arc 
concerned with the definition of "wages’’ as defined in J:he 
Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 which is different from the 
definition given in the Industrial Disputes Act. Section 2(21) 
of the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 defines salai’y or wage 
and reads as follows:- — 

“(21) “salary or wage” means all remuneration (other than 
remuneration in respect of over-time work) capable of being 
expressed in terms of money, which would, if the terms i>f 
employment, express or implied, were fulfilled, be payable to 
an employee in respect of his employment or of work done 
in such employment and includes dearness allowance (that is 
to say, all cash payments, by whatever name called, paid to 
an employee on account of a rise in the cost of living), but 
does not include — 

(0 

(ii) 

(iil) 

(iv) 

(V) 

(vi) 

(vii) any commission payable to the employee. 


Explanation. — Where an employee is given in lieu of the 
whole or part of the salary or wage payable to him, free food 
allowance or free food by his employer, such food allowance 
or the value of such food shall, for the purpose of this clause, 
be deemed to form part of the salary or wage of such em- 
ployee.” 

38. According to section 2(21) of the Payment of Bonus 
Act salary or wage docs not include any commission payable 
to the employee and according to the explanation in section 
2 sub-section 21 of the Payment of Bonus Act, Ram Pratap is 
entitled to bonus on free food allowance which, in the in- 
stant case admittedly is Rs. 1.43, 

39. Section 2 sub-section 22 of the Payment of Bonus Act 
is also important and reads as follows : 

“(22) words and expressions used but not defined in this 
Act and defined in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 nf 
1947) shall have the meanings respectively assigned lo them 
in that Act". 

40. Accordingly since the term wage has been defined in 
the Payment of Bonus Act, we do not have to look at the 
definition of “wages" in the Industrial Disputes Act which 
was done in Bhagaband case and hence the Supreme Court 
decision in Bhagaband case is distinguishable. 

41. The decision on item no. 2 of the schedule of refe- 
rence is dependent on the question whether Shri Ram Pratap 
was entitled to a fixed minimum strength of miners lo super- 
vise their work and if he was not entitled to any minimum 
strength, the question of payment of bonus under the Pay- 
ment of Bonus Act per tub on marginal basis docs not arise, 

42. It is in evidence in the present reference that daily 
compensatory allowance was paid to Shri Ram Pratap at 
Rs. 1.43 per day, this allowance was in lieu of food ^rain con- 
cession which the workman was getting. Profit Sharing Bonus 
was being paid on this compensatory allowance which was in 
lieu of food-grain concession which shows that the manage- 
ment was not paying Ram Pratap profit sharing bonus or any 
commission as claimed by him. The award in respect Of item 
no. 2 cannot be based on rnrmiscs and conjecture and has to 
be based on oral and documentary evidence. Since there is 
no evidence that Ram Pratap was entitled to any minimum 
strength of miners., item no. 2 of the schedule of reference 
does not arise. Bhagaband’s case, on which reliance has been 
placed by Shri B. Lai, has no application to the facts in the 
present case as the question of working sirdars and non-work- 
ing sirdars was not received in that case before the Supreme 
Court and there was no determination as to who is a work- 
ing sirdar and who is a non-working sirdar. The Bhagaband 
case dealt with the cases of contractors and workmen. 

43. For the reasons mentioned above my award is that 
Shri Ram Pratap, Miners’ Sirdar of Jcalgora Colliery of 
M/s. East Indian Coal Co. Ltd., P.O. Jealgora, (Dbanbad), 
is not entitled to sirdari commission over the tubs of coal 
raised by the minimum strength of miners and loaders. The 
second part of item no. 1 of the schedule of reference docs 
not arise and the concerned workman is not entitled to any 
relief, 

44. As regards second item of the schedule of reference 
my award is that the refusal of the management of Jealgora 
Colliery of M/s. East Indian Coal Co. Ltd., P.O. Jealgora. 
(Dhanbad) to pay profit sharing bonus under the Payment of 
Bonus Act, 1965 to Shri Ram Pratap, Miners' Sirdar on the 
tubs raised by the minimum strength of miners-cntn-loaders 
from the year 1969 onwards was justified. The concerned 
workman is not entitled to any relief. 

45. Let a copy of this award be sent to the Central Gov- 
ernment under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-2012/80/71-LRir J 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 
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Sec. 3(ii)] 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 22nt1 March, 1973 

S.O, 981.— In the order No. S,0, 244, dated the 19lh 
January, 1973 published on pages 341 and 342 in Part II 
Section 3 Sub-Section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 
27th January, 1973 for “section 7A” read “section T\ 

[No, S. 11025/18/72-LR, J1 

S. S. SAHASKANAMAN, Under Secy. 

22 1973 

«irr. m. 982.— rtw ^ ttt 

if- IVnrir iF itVrf 

I l?ll-88, RtVA 7*^^ cfe, 

^ TT^trTDT EFT^J jrfl ^ n-^ 

?sr^RrRi 1 1 

aif? ^ ^1^ srtV TRT 

'txn^TlI, 5ET m iFTlfw ^ ; 

'3lf? JRT; gw fTTr^ '?rf ^ 

frn’ 1 Iu41'9 TFFfTTlfl ^ , 

aTTT:, 3rr, sriy^fffrr^ arfijfgw, 1947 (1947 

14) 'fft unr 10 4;“^ g^rmn (i) ii 7370 ® (et) ariV gwn (5) 
fwrr jfitwFT 'R irsT^r htwi gw 

^=[41^ ^ gw 3rffri"'rErfr ^ am 7^ i fTw 
FRIR WIWTT -Liiqf^W i 

iWfywT ?7ii'Tjf)g wrrfi ' t I 

3T7^Et;€ 

(1) WT fwsi^ ^■41 Vh'9V7‘ji w;- 88 ni^ 

rh, ^■WrrrfT-24 3fiV h! -B <4 

'RWRR i WWW ^ fTlwfFfw 13 ^Rifwrf 'lit 
1-9-1972 it itWR ^ ^WR W ^1 ^ 

gf TF^fwTT 4nfwf ^ ^ =fi ? 

1. ■jI *-ih 

2. 4fi- aiElV 

3. Eft- ijlfwi 

4. Eft ■3fwg~^^g' 

5. Eft 

6. ’ft Ji^gT (71. 1) 

7. Eft. (71. 2) 

8. ^ Rt^JW TRftir 

9. Eft wffTW fw? 

10. Eft ^ffttr (R. 1) 

11. Eft wftR (R. 2) 

12. ^ft 

13. Eft f-RTT 


(2) WT 13 wfW 4ift WRift R^T^ 

Rift TiT '’(b^ Rift ^ WTRtfw l^*? Rfi? ff gft, ^ ^RSI 

WjgfR i ijftV “Nw wft^r ift fRRTR ^ ? 

[R, 'r7r.-3201l/22/72-ft)'.WS.^.] 

ftt. 3rR7 Rfw 

ORDER 


New Delhi, the 22nd Marche 1973 

S.O. 982. — WHKkHAS the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the emplo- 
yers in relation to the management of Messrs Victory 
Hngineering Company, F-88, Garden Reach Road, Calcutta- 
24 and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule annexed; 

AND, WHERHAS, the Central Government is further of 
opinion that the said dispute is of such a nature that Messrs. 
Friends Engineering Company, Calcutta, are likely to bo 
interested in or affected by the said dispute; 

AND, WHEREAS, the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (5) of 
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hei'eby refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

(1) Whether the management of Messrs Victoiy Engi- 
neering Company, F. 88, Garden Reach Road, 
Calcutta-24 and Messrs Friends Engineering Com- 
pany, Calcutta, have denied employment to the 
following 13 workmen from 1st September, 19727 
If so, to what relief are the workmen concerned 
entitled? 

1. Sliri Jamal. 

2. Shri Asraf. 

3. Shri Hafiz. 

4. Shri Allauddin 

5. Shri KaUu. 

6. Shri Munna (No. 1 ) 

7. Shri Munna (No. 2) 

8. Shri Md. Salim. 

9. Shri Md. Nishar, 

10. Shri Shaniim (No. 1). 

11. Shri Shamim (No. 2), 

12. Shri Rabat. 

13. Shri Insan. 

(2) Whether the demand of the 13 workmen mentioned 
above for increase in their daily wage rates is 
justified? If so, to what relief arc they entitled and 
from which date? 


[No. L-3201 1/22/72-P & D1 
V. SANKARALTNGAM, Under Sec'' 
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23 1973 

^0 Wfo 083. — 1 948 ( 1948 ^FT 34)^tnTT 73^ JTTJ ^ 5rq^ jrr, 

'RfepT^IR’ ^ 4 ?fiT 5 ^ ^r^TT ^ ^ gp; ’^hU^llTf ^5W yrftjt^W % ^Wm 5-*F ^ ^IKpl^ 

^ TH 5Tf^g;'«rTT ^ ttstw m+ium *f^ rnf^sr ?r p,<f ^ f^c{ irr ri^ % f^p; 

inr ^ ’trfuf^q'iT s % ^tr ^ ^ ^ifV ^ ^‘1 ^3" ^ ?>, tr^gnTi ^ i 




^0 

Pn^ TT dPT 


®FR^Td ^ *1 1 R 

1 

(2) 

(3) 

(-1) 

1 - 



4^# THpr ttu ^ 1 

2. 

«TRT 

TRPR 

^PTT ^ifVfiprfPT 1 

3. 

vflHfJT 


FTph 5ft%^ 1 

4. 







[do tr^r-380 1 4( 29)/72-t^^ %nf\ 



New Delhi, the 23 rd March, 1973 


S* O. 983. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the 
Central Governiiient, having regard to the location of the factories specified in column (4) of the Schedule hereto annexed in areas specified 
in column (3) of the said Schedule in the State of Maharashtra in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said Act arc not in 
force, hereby exempts the said factories from the payment of employer’s special contribution leviable under Chapter VA of the said Act 
for a period of one year from the date of publication of this notification in the Official Ga/eftc or until the enforcement of provisions of 
Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, whichever is earlier. 


ScHBDUrx 


SI. 

No. 

Name of District 

Name of area 

Name of the factory 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

Kolhapur 

Jaisingpur 

Messrs National Dyeing and Bleaching Works, 

2. 

Thana 

Palghar 

Messrs Shamla Engineering Works. 

3. 

Sholapur 

Akalkot 

Messrs Laxmi Venkatesh Process. 

4. 

Kolaba 

Mahad 

Messrs The Commonwealth Trust Limited. 

[No. S-3K014/(29)/72-Hl] 


JITTo VTTo 9 8 4, — 1948 (l948^ 3 4) !TRT 73^ ffRT ^TT ^flTtn ^.dgUj 

T[?rlr ^Tr^;i ^ (4) ^ «fh ^ (3 ) ^ timit 

^rf^rf^ETR- % 4 5 i3t 5% ^ t, R RsT^ |TT ^?Fd ^rf ^ 

5-v ^ ’tnfnr ^ ^ ^rwi^i ^ ^ Tput 

qr ^ ^ d^F f’F ^rftjfddR' % irKRTR" 5 ^ ^ ^f R' 51^^ dTp" ?J »fY *4^ ^T, t^dffTTT ^ | I 


do 

P>r?r^dTd 

'FT TFT 

+ K<4IM dddld 

1 

2 

3 

4' 

1. 

dtdT 


^flTT dRT 1 

2. 

dtdT 

fddd 

4dd' afrftdd ^ 1 

3. 

dTdf 

dr^d (^sT^'t^rr) 

^ ^d ftrtdd fddfii^'s^ dr?de firfd^d 


ffl?, sf^T gf=5nT 
[ffu <T^-38014( 29)/72-'7^oirrt] 
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S, O. 984. — Iri exorcise of the powers conferred by section 73 F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the 
Central Government, having regard to the location of ilie factories r3pocificd in column (4) of the Schedule hereto annexed in areas specified 
in column (3) of the said Schedule in the Union territory of Goa, Daman and Diu in which the provisions of Chapters IV and V of the said 
Act arc not in force, hereby exempts the said factories from the payment of employer’s speclel contribution leviable under Chapter VA of 
the said Act for a period of one year from the date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette or until the enforcement of 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in those areas, whichever is earlier. 


SCHEDULE 


SI, 

No. 

Name of District 

Name of area 

Name of the factory 

L 

Goa 

Opakhandopar 

Messrs Opa Water Works. 

2. 

Goa 

Tivlm (Bardez) 

Messrs Bodiom Dry Dock. 

3. 

Goa 

Marcel (Khandola) 

Messrs Jain Shipping and Ship Builders Private Limited. 


[No. S-38014(29)/72-HI] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Sccy, 
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